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1. INTRODUCTION

The High School and Beyond third follow-up survey was conducted
during the spring of 1986. This report provides information that fully
documents major technical aspects of the third follow-up sample selection
and implementation; describes the weighting procedures, examiner the
possible impact of nonresponse on sample estimates, and evaluates the
precision of estimates derived from the sample.

- A thorough understanding of the third follow-up sample design
requires familiarity with the base year design. The present report
reviews the base yearaample design-but does not-discuss it -in detail.
Readers who want more detailed information about the base year sample
should consult the High School and Beyond base year ;ample align Resort
In varticular, readeri not familiar with the base year school and student
selection procedures may wish to review the construction of the sampling
frame; selection procedures, replacement and substitution procedures for
Ineligible and-noneeoperating schools, and base year weighting procedures.

1.1 Overview of High School and Beyond

1.1.1 CES' Longitudinal Studies Program

The mission of the Center for Education Statistics (CES) includes the
'responsibility to *collect and disseminate statistics and other data
related to education in the United States" and to "conduct and publish
reports on specific analyses o° the meaning and significance of such
statistics" (Education Amendment of 1974 -- Public Lew 93-380, Title V,
Section 501, amending Part A of the General Education Provisions Act).

Consistent with this mandate and in response to the need for policy
relevant time series data on a nationally representative sample of high
school students, CES instituted the National Education LongitudinalStudies (NELS) program, a continuing long term effort. The general aim of
the NELS program is to study the educational, vocational, and personal
development oflaigh school students and the personal, familial, social,
institutional, and cultUral factors that may affect that development.The overall NUS program utilizes longitudinal time-series data basesin two ways: (1) each cohort is surveyed at regular intervals over a spanof years, and (2) comparable data are obtained from successive cohorts,
permitting studies of trends relevant to educational and career
development and societal roles. Thus far the NELS program consists of twomajor studies: The National Longitudinal Study of the High School Classof 1972 (NLS-72) and High School and Beyond (HSU). A third major study,
the'National Education Longitudinal Study of 1988 (NELS:88), will beginwith a survey of 8th graders in 1988 and will continue with biennial
follow-up Surveys throughout the 1990s.

The first major study, NLS -72, began with the collection of
comprehensive bias year data from approximately 19,000 high school seniorsin the Spring of 1972. The NLS-72 first follow-up survey added nearly
4,500 individuals in the original sample who did not participate at thetite of the base year survey. Three more follow-up surveys were conductedwith the full sample in 1974, 1976, and 1979, using a combination of mail
surveys and personal and telephone interviews. Five follow-up surveyswere conducted in the fall and winter of 1972, 1974, 1976, 1979, and 1986
using a combination of mail surveys and personal and telephone interviews.
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The second major SUrVe, HS6B was designed to inform federal and
state policy in the decade of the 1980s. It began in 1980 Oith the
collection of base year data on high school seniors and sophomores. The
first follow-up stud); was conducted in the spring of 1982, the second
follow -up, study occurred in the spring of 1984; and the third follow-up
study occurred in the spring of 1986.

1.1.2 The HSSIB Base Year Survey

The base year survey utilized a highly stratified multistage national
p6,4bsbility sample of over 1,100 secondary schools as the first stage
units of selection. In the second stage, 36 seniors and 36 sophomores
were selected per school (in schools with fewer than 36_in either of these
groups, all eligible students were included). A total of 30,030
sophomores and 28,240 seniors who were enrolled in 1,015 public and
private high schools across the country participated in the base year
survey. Student questionnaires focused on individual and family
roackground, high school'experienies, work experiences, and plans for thefuture. Students also were givin Cognitive tests to measure a variety of
abilities.

School questionnaires, completed by principals or sct-lol
administrators, provided information about enrollment, stag, educational
prOirams, facilities and services, dropout rates, and special programs for
handicapped and disadvantaged students. Teachers filled out checklists inwhich they commented on the abilities; behavior, and attitudes of students
participating in the survey. A patent questionnaire, with questions onplans. for postsecondary education, was mailed to the parents of a
subsample of students.

1.1.3 The HSU First, Second, and Third Follow-Up Surveys

The first follow-up survey, conducted in 1982, included subsamples of29,737 sophomore cohort and 11,995 senior cohort representatives from thebase year survey samples. During the fall of 1982, nearly 18,500 of thesophomore cohort members selected for the first follow-up surrey waresubsampled for the High School and Beyond Transcripts Survey. The secondfollow-up survey, conducted in 1984, subsampled 14,825 members of those
. 18,500 sophomores, and it retained all of the seniors from the first

follow-up survey selections. The questionnaires for the second follow-up
focused on postsecondary education, work, family formation, and selectedattitudes. The third follow-up survey, conducted in 1986, used the samesamples as the second f011ow-up survey, and for the first time, the seniorand sophomore cohorts completed the same questionnaire, again covering
postsecondary education, work, family formation, and selected attitudes.

1.2 Overview of Chapters 2 through 5

Chapter 2 sumnarizes the base year sample selection procedures anddescribes in detail the selection procedUres for the follow-up surveys.It describes the sub-sampling plans that were adopted and shows theallocation of cases to sample cells in the sophomore and senior cohorts.Base year sample stratification and sample allocations are alsosummarized.

2
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Chapter 3 describes the calculation of sample case weights that
adjust for differential probabilities of selection and for nonresponse
within weighting cells. /A order to'provide full technical information,
the nonresponse adjustment factors for all weighting cells are included in
appendices A and B.

Chapter 4 examines the possible impact of survey nonresponse, a
potential Source of bias. .The amount of bias depends on the proportion of
nonrespondents and the magnitude of any difference between respondents and
nonrespondents on variables of interest. Unfortunately, it is seldom
possible to estimate accurately the amount of bias because, although the
proportion of nonrespondints is known, there is usually no satisfactory
way to estimate the difference between respondents and nonrespondents.
Panel surveys, however, often are able to obtain estimates of nonresponse
bias based ,pmrtte,Characteristics of sample members who participated in
one wave but were nonrespondents to another wave. Chapter 4 presents the
results of A Comparison between base year refunins schools and their,
substitutes, 'a compirison:o6ltnc7, yoar responding st..dents and
noniesPondiniatudonis, and a description of nonresponse rates among
various subclisses of the third follow-up sample.

Chapter 5 describes procedures for computing sampling errors and
design effects. The High School and Beyond sample, because it is a
clustered: stratified, and disproportionately allocated sample, presents
some special difficulties in estimating actual sampling errors. Chapter 5
discusses the approach NoRC,has taken to this problem. Sampling errors
and design effects are presented for a set of proportions for both the
entire sample and important domains or subgroups. Design effects obtained
from the second follow-up sample are compared to those obtained from the
base year sample: Finally, several *rules of thumb" are offered for
estimating standard errors under various circumstances.

NOTES TO CHAPTER 1

'Frankel, M., Kohnke, L., Buonanno, D. and Tourangeau, R. (1981)
Sample Design Report. Chicago: NORC.

hourangeau R., McWilliams H., Jones C., Frankel M., and O'Brien
F., (1983) High School and Beyond First Follow-Up (1982) Sample Design
Report. Chicago: NORC.

3
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2. SAMPLE DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTAT/ON

2.1 Base Year Survey Sample Design1

In the, base year, students were selected through a two stage,
stratified probability sample with schools as the first stage units and
students within schools as the second stage units. With the exception of
certain special strata, which were oversampled, schools were selected with
Probabilities proportional to the estimated enrollment in their 10th and
12th grades. Within each school, 36 seniors and 36 sophomores were
randomly selected. Inthbseechools with felier than 36 seniors or 36
sophomores, all eligible students were drawn in the sample. Sampling
rates for each stratum wiArtaset so as to select in each stratum the number
of schools needed to satisfy study design criteria regarding minimum
sample sizes for certain types of schools. As a result, some schools had
a very high probability of inclusion in the sample (in some cases, sequel
to 1.0), while otheri'had a very lOir probability of inclusion. The total
number of schools seleited for the sample wag 1,122, from a frame of
24,725 schools with grades 10 or 12 or both. Sampling strata and the
number of schools selected.in each are shown in table 2.1-1.

Substitution was carried out for schools that refused to participate
in the survey, but there was no substitution for students who refused,
Whose parents refused, or who were abient on Survey Day and make-up days.3
Substitution for refusal'schools occurred only within strata. In certain
cases no substitution Was possible because all schools were selected in
some strata. The realization of the sample by stratum is shown in table
2.1-2.

2.2 First Follow -Up Survey Sample Design

All 1980 senior cohort students selected for the base year sample had
a known, non-zero chance of, being selected for the first and all
subsequent follow-up surveys. The first follow-up sample consisted of
11,995 selections from the base year probability sample. This total
includes 11,500 selections from among the 28,240 base year participants
and 495 selections from among the 6,741 base year nonparticipants. In
addition, 204 non-sampled co -twins or triplets (not part of the
probability sample) 7ere included in the first follow-up sample, resulting
in a total of 12,199 selections. The sample design retained the essential
features of a stratified multi-stage design; for further derails, see
Tourangeau, at al., 1983.

Most of the sophomore cohort students selected for the base-year
sample were retained in the first follow-up survey. Students (1980
sophomores)still enrolled in their original base year schools were
retained with certainty, and the remaining sophomores were subsampled withvarious rates. In all, the sample numbered 29,737. Like the design for
the senior cohort, the sophomore cohort first follow-up was a stratified
multi-stage design.

10 4



Table 2.1-1

Hi School and Be and Base Year School S

Special Strata (oversampled)

DI

Alternative public
Cubin public
Cuban Catholic
Other Hispanic public
High performance private
Other non-Catholic private (stratified by

four census regions)
Black Catholic

le Selections

Number
---5U-

20*
10*

106*

38
30*

(not

Regular Catholic (stratified by
four census regions) 48

Regular public ik'stratified by nir^ airisions;
4.14....1.1ment;

central-city, suburban, rural) 808

*These schools were defined as those having 30 percent or sore ofenrollment from the indicated subgroup.

Table 2.1-2

High School and Beyond Base Year Sample Realization

Stage 1: Sampling of Schools

Stratum
Drawn in
sample

Original
schools*

Substituted
schools

Total
realiied

Regular public
. 808 585 150 735Alternative public 50 41 4 45Cuban public 20 11 0 11Other Hispanic public 106 72 30 102Regular Catholic 48 40 5 45Black Catholic 30 23 7 30Cuban Catholic 10 7 2 9High performance private 12 9 2 11Other non-Catholic private 38 23 4 27TOTAL , 1,122 811 204 1,015

Stage 2: Sampling of Students

Total Absent, both Partialdrawn in Survey and Student Parent materials Totalsample Make -up days refused refused missing** realized
Number 70,704 8,278
Percent 100 12

1,759
3

223 2,174 58,270
3 82

*Includes additional selections made when schools were found to beout-of-scope.

**Unusable because critical survey materials missing.

5
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2.3 High School Trtnscripts Sample Design (1980 Sophomore Cohort)

Subsequent to the first follow-up survey, high school transcripts
WTO sought for a probability subsample of nearly 18,500 metiers of the
1980 sophomore cohort. The subsampling plan for the Transc174lt Study
emphasized the retention of members of subgroups of special zuievance for
education policy analysis. Compared to the base year and first follow-up
surveys, the Transcript Study sample design further increased the
overrepresentation of racial and ethnic minorities (especially those with
above average HS6B achievement test scores), students who atteLoed private
high schools, sChooldropoura, .transfers and early graduates, aad students
Whose parents participated in the base year Parents' Survey on financing
postsecondary education.

2.4 Second and Third Pollaw=Up Survey Sample Design

The members of the senior cohort selected into the second follow-up
sample consisted exactly cf those who were selected into the firs"; follow-
up.

The sample for the second follow-up survey of the 1980 sophomore
cohort was based upon the transcripts study design. A total of 14,825
cases were selected from among the 18,500 retained for the transcript
study. As was the cue for tha elder cohort, the younger cohort second
follow-up samiele included dfeproportionate numbers of sample members from
policy-relax subpopulatt is (e.g., racial'artd ethnic minorities,
students from private high schools, high school dropouts, students who
planned to pursue some type of postsecondary schooling, and so on).
Sample weights have been provided to compensate for differential selection
probabilities and participation rates across all survey waves.

For both the elder and the younger cohorts, the third follow-up
survey sample was the same as the second follow-up survey sample. Since
the third follow-up survey sample of the elder cohort was the same as the
first (and iecond) follow-up survey sample, and the third follow-up survey
sample of the younger cohort was the same as the second follow-up survey
sample, descriptions of the compositions of the third follow-up survey
samples of both cohorts may be found in earlier sample reports'.

NOTES TO CHAPTER 2

1For further details on the base year sample design see Frankel, H.,
Rohnke, L., Buonanno, D. and Tourangeau, R. (1981) Sample Design Report.
Chicago: NORC.

2The sampling frame, defined as the universe of high schools in the
United States, was obtained from thi; 1978 list of U.S. elementary and
secondary schools of the Curriculum Information Center, a private firm.
This was suppleiented by the NCES lists of public and private elementary
and secondary schools. Information on racial composition was obtained
from the 1976 and 1972 DHEW/Office of Civil Rights Secondary School Civil
Rights 'computer File of public schools and the National Catholic Education
Asrl.miatIce's list of Catholic schools. Any school listed in any of these
files that contained a 10th grade, a 12th grade, or both was made part of
the frame.

6
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-Apart from substitution for schools that refused, there were a
number of schools in the originally-drawn sample that were "out -of- scope,"
failing to fit the criteria-for inclusion in the sample. The sample was
than augmented through selection of un additional school for each out-of-
scope school, within major strata; Most of the out-of-scope schools were
area vocational schools, having no enrollment of their own, although they
wire listed in the frame as having enrollments.

4Tourangeau R., McWilliams H., Jones C., Frankel H. and O'Brien F.,
(1983) High School and Beyond First Follow-Up (1982) Sample Design Report.
Chicago: NBC.

5
For the elder cohort see Tables 2.6 and 2.7 of Tourangeau at al.

(1983), or Tables 3.2-1 of the Senior Cohort Third Follow-Up (1986) Data
File Usees BOnsl, Vol.l. ro the younger cohort see Tables 2.4-1
through 2.4-4'nf Jones and Spencer (1985), High School and Beyond Second
Follow-Up (1984) Sample Design Report or Tables 3,3-1 through 3.3-4 of tLe
Sophomore Coholr Third Follow -Up DatifFilirbaer's Manual, Vol.].. Chicago:
NORC.
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SAW'S WEIGHTS

3.1 General Approach to Weighting

The general purpose of weighting is to compensate for unequal
probabilities of selection (retention) for the base year and the follow-up
surveys and tb adjust for the fact that not ell individuals selected for
participation in the surveys actually participated. The weights are based
on the inverse of the Selection probabilities through all stages of the
Sample Selection process and on noniesOnse adjustment factors computed
within weighting cells. In this report, weiihts are described separately
for three sUbgreUps of respondents from each cohort of the HS61B sample:
all third follow-up' participants, third follow-up respondents Who also
participated in the base Year,' and third follow-up respondents Who also
participated id the base year, first, and second follow-up surveys. In
addition to these various set *of weights, a raw weight, unadjusted for
nonrespense in any of the surVeys,.was calculated and included on the data
file for each cohort. The raw weight provides the basis for analysts to
construct additional weights, adjusted for the presence of virtually any
combination of data elements.

Several different weights have been calculated to adjust for the fact
that not all sample pembers have data for all instruments in all survey
waves. Table 3.1-1 describes foil; of the weights calculated for both the
senior and sophomore cohorts. The senior cohort weights project to the
population of approximately 3,040,000 high school seniors in 1980.
Sithilarly, the sopholore cohort weights project to the population of
3,781,000 high school sophomores in 1980.

Table 3.1-1

Sample Case Weights, Third Follow-Up Survey

Weight Applies to cases with:

FU3WT Third follow-up
questionnaire data

PANELWT4 Base year, first
follow-up, second
follow-up, and
third follow-up
questionnaire data

TESTWT3 Third follow-up
questionnaire data
and high school
test data

RAWWTAll Third follow-up
selections

Unweighted number of cases
baying these weights

1980 Seniors 1980 Sophomores

10,583 13,481

9,389 11,708

9,149 13,205

11,995 14,825

TESTWT3 was constructed only for cases for whom sufficient test data
were available to construct a meaningful composite score (TEST). The
counts in Table 3.1-1 include deceased persons, who have been given a
weight in order to keep the population totals consistent with those of
the base year survey.

8
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3.2 Weighting Procedures

The weighting procedures consisted of two basic steps. The firststep is the calculation
of a preliminary follow-up weight based on theinverse of the cumulativprobebilities of selection for the base yearSample and up through the third follow-up survey. The second step carriesout the adjustment of this preliminary weight to compensate for *unit"

leonreSponso--that is, for non-completion of an entire questionnaire orsome combination of survey instruments. (No adjustments are made to the
raw weights, which are, by definition, unadjusted for =response.) Thesesteps are described in more detail below.

Step 1: Calculation of raw weights. The first step in weighting thesample vae to develop raw weights based on the inverse of the probability
of *election (retention) for the various follow-ups. For HS&B selections,the raw weights are identical to the raw weights for the second follow-up
sample, because all cases selected for the second follow -up were retainedin the third folIbw-up eample-and.no new casee-were selected.

Step 2: Nonreaponse adjustment. In this step, the raw weightsobtained in step 1 were multiplied by nonresponse ratio adjustment
factors. -Different'factors were used to develop FU3WT, PANELWT4, andTESTWT3, but the approach is simiiar for each weight. Cases weredistributed among weighting cells. Within each weighting cell two sums ofraw weights were computed: the first for all cases in the cell selectedfor the survey wave or coebination.of

waves (*elections); the second forall cases in the cell for Whom the specified combination of questionnaireand/or rest data were colliCied (participants). The ratio of the two sums(selections over participants), provided a factor used to expand thepreliminary weight of each participant to compensate for the missingweights of those Who were selected but did not participate. The rawweights of nonparticipants were multiplied by an adjustment factor of zeroto ptOduce final weights of zero for these cases. Thus, the nonresponseadjustment consists of distributing
the preliminary weights of thenonparticipants proportionately among the participants in each weightingcell.

The weighting cells were defined by cross classifying cases byseveral variables. For the sophomore cohort third follow-up weight(FU3WT), the cells were defined by:

(1) Dropout status
(1) non-dropout
(2) dropout

(2) School type (for non-dropouts only)
(1) regular public and alternative
(2) Hispanic public
(3) Catholic
(4) private non-Catholic

(3) Sex
(1) male
(2) female

9
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(4) Race
(1) Hispanic
(2) non-Hispanic Black
(3) non-Hispanic White and other

(5) Base year test quartile

fOr non-dropouts: for dropouts:

(0) no test data available (0) no test data
(1) lowest quartile available
(2) second quartile (1) below median
(3) third quartile (2) above median
(4) highest quartile

In, soma instances, cells ware combined by r4..4lias cases across base
year test quartile classifications or type of high school attended.

For the senior cohort third follow-up weight (FU3WT), the cells weredefined by:

(1) Base year participation
(1) Non-participant
(2) Participant

(2) School type
(1) Regular public and alternative
(2) Hispanic public
(3) Catholic
(4) Private non-Catholic

(3) Sex (for base year participants only)
(1) sale .

(2) female

(4) Race (for base year participants only)
(1) Hispanic
(2) non - Hispanic Black
(3) non-Hispanic White and other

(5) Base year test quartile (for base year participants only)(0) no test data available
(1) lowest quartile
(2) second quartile
(3) third quartile
(4) highest quartile

In some instances, cells were combined by pooling cases across baseyear test v.trtile classifications or type of high school attended.Fel the senior cohort panel weight (PANELWT4), the cells were definedas above except that neither base
year participation nor base year testquartile were used. For senior cohort weight TESTWT3, the cells weredefined as for PANELWT4, except that sex was ignored for cases whoattended private schools.
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3.3 Results of Weighting

As a check on the adequacy of the sample cast weights, NORC analyzed
the statistical properties of the weights and the effects of various
weights 'on the composition of the survey samples. Tables 3.3-1 and 3.3-2
show the Moan, variance, standard deviation, coefficient of variation,
minimum, maximum, skewness, and kurtosis for each of the weights
calculated for the third follow-up survey.

Table 3.3-1

Statistical Properties of Sample Weights:
1980 Sophomore Cohort

Weight RAT Vi ran PANEIVI. TSTUT3

Mean 255.0 280.5 322.9 286.3
Variance 57,703 70,989 78,940 73,039
Standard Deviation 240.2 266.4 281.9 270.3
Coefficient of Variation .0.94 0.95 0.87 0.94
-Minimum 1.45 1.62 1.80 1.74
Maximum 3098 3350 3969.7 3446.3
Skewness 2.38 2.66 1.97 2.71
Kurtosis 11.9 14.5 10.5 15.6
Number of Cases 14,825 13,481 11,708 13,205

Table 3.3-2

Statistical Properties of Sample Weights:
1980 Senior Cohort

Weight RAWWT FU3WT PANELWT4 TSTWT3
Mean 253.4 287.2 323.8 332.3
Variance 69,496 91,909 104,471 11,632
Standard Deviation 263.6 303.2 323.2 334.1
Coefficient of Variation 1.04 1.06 1.00 1.01
Minimum 1.09 1.14 1.57 1.67
Maximum 1,080.8 1,548.8 1,045.5 1,081.9
Skewness 1.02 1.22 0.09 0.94
Kurtosis -0.40 0.60 -1.02 -0.92
Number of Cases 11,995 10,583 9,389 9,149



4. NONRESPONSE ANALYSES

4.1 General Considerations

Nonresponse inevitably introduces some degree of error into survey
results. In examining the impact of nonresponse, it is usefulto think of
the survey population as including two strata--a respondent stratum that
consists of all units that would have provided data had they been selected
for the survey, and a nonrespOndent stratum that consists of all units
that would havit been survey nonrespondents. The actual sample of
respondentinecesdarily consists entirely of units from the respondent
stratum, Sample statistics can serve as unbiased estimates only for this
stratum; as estimates for the entire population, the sample statistics
will be biased to the extent that the charfcteristics of the respondents
differ from thole of the entire population'. The bias may be expressed
as:

Bias - Y

in which

YR a parameter (e.g., a mean) characterizing the
population of respondents

Y the corresponding parameter characterizing the entire
population.

(1)

For many simple parameters such as means and proportions, the
population parameter (Y) is a weighted average of the stratum parameters
(YR and YNR):

Y P(YNR) + (1 -.P)YR,
(2)

with
P the proportion of the population in the

nonrespondent stratum.

It is evident from equations (1) and (2) that the nonresponse bias
for an estimated mean or proportion depends on P and on the magnituJe of
the difference between respondents and nonrespondents:

Bias P(ya YNR)
(3)

eg.t=esponse bias will be small if the nonrespondent stratum constitutes
only a small portion of the survey population or if the differences
between respondents and nonrespondents are small. P can generally be
estimated from survey data using an appropriately weighted nonresponse
rate.

In the High School and Beyond study, there were two stages of sample
selection and therefore two stages of nonresponse. During the base year
survey, sample schools were asked to permit the selection of individual

'sophomores and seniors from school rosters and to designate "survey days"
for the collection of student questionnaire and test data. Schools that
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refused to cooperate in either of these activities were dropped from thesample. Individual students at cooperating schools could also fail to
take part in the base year survey. Unlike "refusal" schools,
nonparticipating students were not dropped from the sample; they remained
eligible for r-selection into the follow-up samples.

Estimates based on student data from the base year surveys include
two components of nonresponse bias:

Bias m -
Cr2R

in which

m a parameter characterizing all students,

(4)

YIR m the corresponding parameter for all students
attending cooperating schools, and

Y2R m the corresponding parameter for all cooperating
students attending cooperating schools.

The first component (r1R - 1) represents the bias introduced by
nonresponse at the school level, and the second component (ra - YiR)
represents bias introduced by nonresponse on the part of students
attending cooperating schools. Each component of the overall bias dependson two factors--the level of nonresponse and the difference between
respondents and nonrespondents:

Bias " Pl(rlE - 11NR) P2(r2R - 72NR)

in which

(5)

P1 m the proportion of the population of students attending
schools that would have.been nonrespondente,

YINE " the parameter describing the population of students
attending nonrespondent schools,

P2 m the proportion of students attending respondent
schools who would have been nourespondents, and

12NE " the parameter describing this group of students.

The implications of equations (4) and (5) can be easily seen in terms of aparticular base year estimate. On the wverage, sophomores got 10.9 itemsright on a standardized vocabulary test'. This figure is an estimate ofYs, the population mean for all participating students at cooperating
schools. Now, suppose. that sophomores at cooperating schools average twomore correct than sophomores attending refusal schools

(r1R r1NR v 2),and suppose further that among sophomores attending cooperating schools,..:tudkqnt respondents average one more correct answer than student
nonrespondents (Y2a Y2NR m 11. Noting that the base year school
nonresponse rate was about .30 and the student nonresponse rate forsophomores was about .12*, we can use these figures

as estimates of P1 andP2 and we can use equation (5) to calculate the bias as:
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Bias .30(2) + .12(1) a .72

That is, the sample estimate is biased by about .7 of a test scorepoint.

This example assumes knowledge of the relevant population means; inpractice, of course, they are not known and; although P1 and P2 cangenerally be estimated from the =response rates, the lack of survey datafor nonrespondents prevents the estimation of the nonresponse bias. TheHigh School and Beyond study is an exception to this general rule: duringthe first follow-up, school qUestionnaire data were obtained from most ofthe base year refusal schools, and student data were obtained from most ofthe base year student
nonrespondents Selected for the first follow-upsample. These data provide a basis for assessing the magnitude ofnonresponse bins is base year estimates.

The bias introduced: by base year school-level refusals is ofparticular concern since it carries over into successive rounds of the..-4rvey. Students attending refusal schools were not sam?led during thebase year fen' have no chance for selection into subsequent rounds ofobservation. To the extant that these students differ from students fromcooperating schools during later waves of the study, the bias introducedby base year school nonresponse will persist. Studs= nonresponse is notcarried over in this way since student nonrespondents
remain eligible forsampling in later waves of the study.

The results of three type§ of analyses concerning nonresponse aredescribed in an earlier report'. Based on school questionnaire data,schools that Participated during the base year were compared with alleligible schools. Based on the first follow-up student data, base yearstudent respondents were compared with nonrespondents. Finally, student=response during the first follow-dp survey was analyzed. Takentogether, these earlier analyses indicated that nonresponse had littleaffect -on base year and first follow-up estimates. The results presentedthere suggest that the school level component of the bias affected baseyear estimates by 2 percent or less and that the student-level componenthad even less impact.

In section 4.2, we analyze student
nonresponse during the HS&B thirdfollow-up. The school-level component of the nonresponse bias in thirdfollow-up estimates is just the carryover from base year school

nonresponse, which was shown to be 2 percent or less in the analysis citedabove.

4.2 Analysis of the Third Follow-Up Survey Student Venresponte Rates

This section examines the antecedents and correlates of nonresponse.A few preliminary remarks on the bias resulting from nonresponse arenonetheless in order. First, it should be noted that school nonresponsemay have the same effect on base year, first, second, and third follow-upestimates-- students attending refusal schools were not sampled in the baseyear and have no chance of inclusion in the first, second, or thirdfollow-up. For this reason, the estimates presented in earlier reports6may serve as estimates of the bias due to school nonresponse for thefollow-up surveys as well as the base year. To the extent that theassociation between school attended and student
characteristics decreaseswith the passage of time since the base year, the biasing effect of schoolrefusals may be less not. than it was for the base year. Second, studentnonresponse was such lower in the third follow-up than in the base year
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survey; other things being equal, the bias due to ate mt nonresponse
should be correspondingly.smaller (see Equation 5). Overall, the weighted
student nonresponse rates &ring the third follow-up were 9.6 percent in
the sophomore cohort and 11.7 percent in the senior cohort (versus 12.0
and 15.2 percent respectively during the base year). Thus, it is
reasonable to expect that bias in third follow-up estimates due to student
nonresponse is smaller than that in tho base year estimates, where it was
already small.

There were several causes of student nonparticipation in the follow-
up surveys. Some students refused to cooperate; others could not be
located or ware unavailable at the time of the third follow-up survey, and
a few had died. Nenresponse rates were calculated in the usual way; the
nonresponse rate is the proportion of the selected students (excluding
deceased students) who were nonrespondents:

P
NR

in which

R + NR

P the nonresponse rate
R the number of responding students
NR the number of nonxesponding students.

Nonresponse rates were calculated for each cohort by school-level and
student-level variables using both unweighted and weighted data. The
weight used was RAWWT. (See chapter 3 for a complete description of the
weighting procedures.)

An overall indication of the level of participation and
nonparticipation in the base year, first follow-up, second follow-up, and
third follow-up surveys is presented in Table 4.2-1 and 4.2-2. These
tables show frequencies and percentages of cases in each of sixteen cells.
The totals presented in Tables 4.2-1 and 4.2-2 are unweighted.

4.2.1 Third Follow-Up Survey Student Nonrespcnse Rates: School
Variables .

This section examines nonresponse to the third follow-up for each
cohort by school-level variables. Five variables are shown in Table
4.2.1-1: school type, census region, level of urbanization, percentage of
Black enrollment, and average enrollment. But year and first follow-up
data were used to classify the schools. The response rates given in the
table are weighted, using RAWWT.

Table 4.2.1-1 indicates that the highest nonresponse rate for the
sophomore cohort occurred Among respondents who had been alternative
public school students (19.8 percent), and the lowest rate was among
former students at Catholic schools (5.7 percent). Among seniors, former
Hispanic public school students had the highest nonresponse rate (16.9
percent) and former Catnolic students the lowest (10.4 percent).

There is moderate variation in nonresponse by region, although in
both cohorts, sample members selected from schools in the West show the
highest rate o' nonresponse (11.9 percent for the sophomores and 16.4
percent for the seniors). The nonresponse rates were lowest for
participants who had been students in North Central schools (around 7.6
percent for each cohort).
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.101.1

Table 4.2-1
Participation Patterns for Base Year,

First Follow-Up, Second Follow-Up and Third Follow-Up Surveys:
Sophomore Cohort

PgagslarALap Patterns*

Sophomore Cohort

Frequency Percent

AX a ?.FBI 2EM
N E N N 76 0.5N N

233 0.2N N Y 0.1N
N

N
-1

Y
N 33

0.1
0.4N

N
Y
Y N

Y
V

76
63 0.4

0.5N Y Y 587104 5.1Y If N . 0.7Y N N 93 0.6Y N Y N 52 0.4Y.
Y» ti

Y
ki N 219

2.3
1.8Y Y N 447 3.0Y Y Y N 715 4.8Y It Y 11,683 79.1

Total
14,769 100.0

'Mice 4.2-2
Participation Patterns for Base Year,First Follow-Up, Second Follow-Up, and Third Follow-Up Surveys:

Senior Cohort

Participatic_, Pattern*

Senior Cohort

Ay lEU

N N
N N
N N
N N

N
N Y

Y
N Y
N Y

Y
Y N

N
Y N
Y N

YY

Y
Y Y

Y
Y Y

Frequency Percent

N

N

N

2E2

N 48 0.4Y
0

13 0.1N 4 .0Y 18 0N 18 0.2
.2

Y 0 0.2N
2
35 0.3Y 3395 2..6 8N 15 1.6Y 106 0.9N 77 0.6Y
66
94 2.5

.2
N

2
2 2

If 377 3.N 769 6.4Y 9,373 78.5
Tots, l

11,948 100.0

NOTE: Counts refer to main samples only, excluding
nonsampled co-twins, and excluding deceased persons.

*BY base year survey; 1FU first follow-up survey;
2FU second follow-up survey; 3FU third follow-up survey;
Y denotes participation, and N denotes non participation.
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Table 4.2.1-1
Weighted Student Nonxesponse Rates by Selected School

Characteristics (figures are, percents)

Characteristics So homore cohort Senior cohort

Total population 9.6 11.7

School type:
Regular public 9.6 11.6
Hispanic public 11.3 16.9
Alternative public 19.8 11.3
Non-Catholic private 11.9 14.7
Catholic 5.7 10.4

Region:
Northeast 11.3 12.6
North Central 7.3 7.8
South 9.2 11.8
West 11.9 16.4

Urbanization:
Urban 14,4 14.3
Suburban 9.2. 12.8
Rural 6.7 8.2

Percent Black:
25% or less 8.6 11.0
Greater than 25% 13.3 13.8
Other/unknown 10.8 15.3

Average enrollment:
100 or less 7.6 10.0
101-135 7.4 11.1
326-550 8.9 11.5
More than 550 13.5 13.6
Other/unknown 11.7 16.3

For both cohorts, there is a small but consistent relationship
between student nonresponse and level of urbanization. Ths nonresponse
rate is highest for students who were attending urban schools at the time
of the base year sample. selection (14.4 percent for the sophomore cohort
and 14.3 percent for the senior), next highest for students from suburban
schools (9.2 percent for sophOores and 12.8 percent for seniors) and
lowest for students from rural schools (6.7 percent for sophomores and 8.2
percent for seniors).

Students selected at schools with P lnrge percentage of Blacks (25
percent or more) showed somewhat higher rates of nonresponse than students
at schools with fewer Blacks. The difference in nonresponse rates between
these groups is slightly larger for the sophomore cohort (13.3 versus 8.6
percent) than for the seniors (13.8 versus 11.0 percent).
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Student nonresponse seems to increase roughly with school size. Forboth cohorts, the rates are highest among students who attended the
largest schools.

4.2.2 Third Follow-Up Survey Studsnt Nonresponse Petterne: Student-
Level Variables

In this section, the student nonresponse rates to the third follow-up
survey are analyzed by student-level

variables, including demographic
characteristics, academic aptitude,.high school program, and postsecondary
education. Students were classified by their responses to the base year
questionnaire for all charactorisitics except student status (for which
first and second follotrup dita wars used). Table 4.2.2-1 shows the
weighted rate of nonresponse by race, sex, high school program, base year9ES, and student status. The category "other /unknown" is a general
classification that includes both cases with missing data and cases that
did not fall into any of the other specifically defined categories.Nonresponse ene.ally is' substantially nigher for the "other/unknown"
categories. This.is an artifact'attributable to the substantial number of
third follow-up nonrespondents who were also nonrespondents in both thebase year and the first follow-up surveys. These triple nonparticipants
could only be classified in the unknown category, hence elevating the
nonresponse rate for that group.

Table 4.2,.2-1
Weighted Student Nonresponse,,Rates by Selected
Student Characteristics (figures are percents)

Characteristics Sophomore cohort Senior cohort

Total population 9.6 11.7
Race:
White/other 6.7 9.2Black 13.1 15.3Hispanic 11.9 13.1Other/unknown 36.2 39.4

Sex:
Male 11.6 14.1Female 7.6 9.5

High school program:
General 9.9 11.1Academic 6.3 8.0Vocational 9.5 11.0Other/unlatown* 63.3 21.1

SES quartile in base year:
Hi 02t quartile 5.7 8.2MI le two quartile 7.6 9.6Lowest quartile 9.4 11.5Other/unknown 35.3 21.5

Student status:
No postsecondary
education 7.8 9.2Only vocational
postsecondary
education

28.8 31.2
Other postsecondary
education 4.5 8.1

Note: Other/unknown includes cases with missing data and cases whodid not otherwise fall into any of the defined categories.
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There is marked variation in student nonresponse by race. Blacks
show the highest nonresponse rate in both cohorts, followed by Hispanics,
and thin by other whites; however, a substantial portion of the second
follow-up student nonrcepondents were also base year and first follow-up
nonrespondents and were not classified by race. For this reason, there is
some uncertainty about the actual nonresponse rates for the different
racial and ethnic groups.

In both cohorts, males exhibit a higher =response rate than
&Miles. The difference is 4.0 percent in the sophomore cohort (1)..6
percent for sales versus 7.6 percent for females) and 4.6 percent in the
senior cohort (14.1 versus 9.5 percent).

In both cohorts, students who were in academic programs during the
base year were less likely to be nonrespondents than students in general
or vocational programs.

In each cohort, nonresponse was highest for students classified as
the lswect SES level (9.4!)piibent in the sophomore cohort, 11.5 percent in
the senior cohort). The /west nonresponie rates were observed for
students classified in the highest SES category (5.7 and 8.2 percent).

Table 4.2.2-1 also shows that the students who had non-vocational
postsecondary education had the lowest nonresponse rates (4.5 percent for
sophomores and 8.1 perCent for seniors); students who reported no
postsecondary education had soiaWhat higher rates of nonresponse (7.8
percent and 9.2 percent), and students who had only postsecondary
vocational education had extremely.high nonresponse rates (29.8 percent
and 31.2 percent).

These differences across groups in respbnse rates are somewhat
similar to those observed during previous rounds of data collection. A
picture of student nonrespondents is continuing to emerge from the
analyses which suggests that groups with less involvement with education
were less likely to participate in the survey: dropouts had 'higher
nonresponse rates than non-dropouts; students with lower grades and lower
test scores showed higher nonresponse than students with higher grades and
test scores; students who were frequently absent from school showed higher
nonresponse than students absent infrequently; students in vocational or
general programs were more likely to be nonrespondents than students in
academic programs.

4.2.3 Summary of Vonresponse Analyses

The analyses presented here and in previous reports7 support three
general conclusions:

(1) The school-level bias component in estimates is small, averaging
less than 2 percent fdr base year and first follow-up estimates.
It is probably of a similar magnitude for third follow-up
estimates.

(2) The student-level bias component in base year estimates is also
small, averaging about 0.5 percent for percentage estimates
concerning either cohort.

(3) The student-level bias component in first, second, and third
follow-up estimates is limited by the nonresponse rates, which
for both cohorts were about three fourths of the base year
rates.
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The first and second conclusion together ensgest that nonresponse
bias is not a majoT contributor to error in base year estimates; the first
and third suggest that nonresponse Bias is not a major contributor to
error in follow-up estimates either.

Each of heae conclusions must be given some qualifications. The
analysis of schoollevel nonresponse is based on data concerning the
schools, not the students attendtAg them. The enalyses,of 'student
nonresponse are based on survey data and are themselves subject to
norTesponse bias. Despite these limitations, the results consistently
indicate that nonresponse hid a small impact on base Year and follow-up
estimates.
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5. STANDARD ERRORS AND DESIG4 EFFECTS

This chapter examines the standard errors for statistics--such as
means and proportionsderived from the'third follow-up survey data sets.
Most researchers are familiar With the use of standard errors to assess
the variability of estimates based on simple random samples; more complex
designs, however, raise less familiar statistical issues. Both the senior
and sophomore cohorts for the third follow -up survey were selected using
stratified, cllztered, unequal probability designs. With such complex
designs, Standard errors must be calculated using procedures different
from the familiar Fmthods used for data from sirsple random samples.

Before presenting standard errors forthird follow-up survey
estimates, it is useful to discuss some 4f the statistical issues raised
by complex sample designs. First the computational procedures used to

. estimate the Standard errors ate discussed, followed by an examination of
the relationship between standard errors based on complex samples and
those based or, uisple random samples.

5.1 Computational Procedures

In a simple random sample, the mews is estimated as

sereits

Only the numerator is subject to sampling error; the denominator (the
sample sire) is taken as a fixed constant. In more complex sample
designs, the mean is estimated as a ratio of estimates; for the High
School and Beyond survey, the ratio is

(1)

in which

r 222 Yhji y/x

yhii the weighted value for student j
" from school i in stratum h,

xhi im the estimated size of school i in
stratum h.

(2)

The numerator (y) represents an estimate of the population total; the
denominator (x), an estimate of the population size. When cluster sizes(i.e., school sizes) are unequal, the overall sample size will fluctuate
depending on which clusters are selected. For the same reason, the
estimates of the population size will show sampling fluctuation. Thus,for a ratio estimator, both the numerator and the denominator are subjectto sampling error.

Kish and,rankeli distinguish three major approaches to the
computation of standard errors for statistics basedon complex designswhere ratio estimators must be used: Taylor Series, balanced repeated
replication (BRR), and jackknife repeated replication (JRR).
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Taylor §eries estimation. It can be shown2 that the variance of
r (i.e., the square of the standard error of r) is

E(r - R) 2 E ((di - R dx)2
).

1
1

2 dx/X)2(1 + dx/X)X (3)

in Which

E(r - R)2 the expected value of the squared
difference between the population
parameter R and the sample estimate r

dy the difference between the sample
estimate y and the population value Y

X the poptd.arlon size

dx the difference between the sample estimate of
the population size, x, and the population
size X.

If the term involving one plus the
(i.e., dx/X is negligible), it can

E(r - R)2 1/X2 (Vary

relative error of x is ignored
be shown that (3) reduces to:

+ Varx - 2 R Coves,) (4)

Vary the variance of y

Varx the variance of x

Coves, the covariance of x and y

would-take the place of R, x the place of X, and so forth). The variance

All the terms

makes use of a standard approximation technique, called Taylor Series

stratum mean. Saipling statisticians have offered several rationales for,
the use of equation (4) as in approximation of (3). One line of argument'

approximation, Whidh gives this approach its name.

terms are estimated by the variation of primary selection means around the

4 iiiita hen

(4) from

, The replication approach was

sample data (e.g., r

originally developed by Deming. The principle underlying replicated
sampling is quits simple:- If a sample of size n is desired, g independent
replicate eamples are selected, each of size n/g. The variation among
estimates from each replicate can be used to estimate the variance of
estimates based on the entire sample.

Balanced repeated replication extends the principle of replication.
It is usually applied to stratified designs with two primary selections
per stratum. By choosing one primary selection from each stratum, e half-
sample is created; the unselected p-4mary wits form another half-sample.
In a design with h strata, a total of 2'"" different pairs of half-
samples can be formed in this fashion. Each pair is referred to as a
replicate. It is customary to form only a portion of the possible
replicates using an orthogonal balanced design.
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For any given replicate, estimates such as the ratio means can be
computed from each half-sample. Then the sampling variance for the
overall statistic (r) can be estimated in any of several ways. One
method compares the estimate from one halfsample with the overall
estimate:

Vark (r) ' (rik r)2

in which

(5)

Vark (r) o the variance estimate based on
replicate k,

r . an estimate of R. based on the entire
sample, and

rlk ' an estimate .of *Abased on one of the
half-samples from replicate k.

The final estimate for the variance of r is the average of Vark (r) across
all the replicates. The estimate r need not be a ratio mean; the logic of
BRR applies'to any type of estimate, giving the method its broad generality.

Jackknife reliseared replication ORM. Equation (5) shows that the
variance of a sample statistic can be estimated using data from a portion
of the sample, that is from a single half-sample. Jackknifing is a
generalization of this idea. Estimates of variance can be obtained from
subsamples of a single original sample with a technique known as
jackknifing.

. Frankel6 has shown how jackknifing can be used with complex
stratified samples. Again this assumes a design with two primary
seleCtions in each stratum. For a particular stratum, the variance can be
estimated:

Varh - (rih rh)2 (6)

in which

rlh an estimate based on one of the primary selections
from stratum h, and

rh r the corresponding estimate based on both primary
selections from the stratum.

The estimated variance for the entire sample is just the sum of the
estimated strata variances. With JRR, each "replication" represents the
contribution of a single stratum to the variance of estimates from the
entire sample.

=Raja= a Ike, methods. In the base year survey, NORC provided
standard errors for sample statistics, using a program based on the Taylor
Series approach. Prior to the first follow-up survey, NCES (now CES)
acquired a program that computes BRR standard error estimates. BRR
programs were used to compute standard errors for statistics derived from
the first and second follow-up data sets.

BRR assumes a design with two primary selections per stratum.
Although the High School and Beyond sample is stratified, each of the
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original strata includes more than two primary selections (the primary
selections. in this case were high schools or students at high schools that
Came into the Sample with certeint). In order to meet the assumptions of
'BRR, the original 26 school strata', were divided into 90 computing"
strata. Within each computing` stratum, the primary selections were
randomly divided into two groups, which were treated as "pseudo-
primaries.° The BRR program thus treats the simple as though it included
two primari,_selections from each of 92 strata.

Previous empirical investigation indicated that Taylor Series, BRR
and JRR gave comparable results, although ERR standard error estimates
consistently gave Sore accurate significance levels for t-statistics.
Nonetheless, a comParison'of Taylor Series and ERR standard error
estimates was'Undertaken in'oidir to assure that standard errors from the
base year and first follow-up surveys could be interpreted in the same
tray.r'The comparison showed no appreciabts differences between the Taylor
Series and ERR standard error estimates.''

r

No matter which method'is.used to estimate the standard errors for
second follow-up statistics, the standard errors will be different from
standard errors calculated on the assumption that the data are from a
simple random sample. Like most national samples, the High School and
Beyond sample is not a simple random sample; it doparts from the model of
simple random sampling in three major respects: the selections are
clustered by school, major subgroups (such as private school students) are
deliberately overrepresented in the sample, and the selections are
stratified by school type. The sample design is summarized in chapter 3,
above.) Each of these departures from simple random sampling has a
predictable impact on the standard errors of sample estimates. The
variance of a statistic from a complex sample can be represented as the
product of four factors:

Var (x) Varsrs x Cluster x Strat x Disprop

in which

Var (X) the actual variance of a sample estimate,

(7)

Varsrs the estimate variance that would be obtained if
the were treated as a simple random sample, and

Cluster, Strat, Disprop factors representing the impact of
clustering, stratification, and:disproportionate
,sampling.

Var (Z) can be estimated from sample data using any of the
techniques considered earlier.

The ratio of Var (X) to,Varsrs is commonly referred to as the
design effect (DEFF).,

25

31



In many cases, it is more useful to work with standard errors than
with variances. The root design effect (DEFT) expresses the relation
'between the actual standard error of an estimate and the standard error of
the corresponding estimati from a simple random sample:

DEFT (DEFF)1/2 (8)

varmflar,)1/2

se(X) /sears

The mean design effects given in tables 5.3-la through 5.3-5b can be used
to calculate approximate standard errors for other estimates not included
in the tables. For *mange, for proportions, the, simple random sample
variance is just

..,;(1 P)" (9)

in which p the estimated proportion, and

n the number of cases with non-missing data,

and so the standard error of a proportion can be estimated using the
square root of the expression in.(9) times the mean root design effect
(DEFT):

SE DEFT (p[10/n)1 /2 (10)

Similarly, the standard error of a change in proportion can be calculated
as the mean DEFT times the square root of the weighted variance of the
change scores:

SE DEFT (WTVAR/n)1/2 (11)
in which

WTVAR weighted variance of the individual change
scores,

n weighted number of valid observations, and

DEFT mean of the root design effects for change
estimates.

The appropriate weight to use in calculating the variance for change
estimates using the base year through third follow-up survey data is the
'panel weight (FANSINT4). The appropriate values of DEFT to use for
inflating standard errors based on simple-random-sampling calculations are
discussed below,

5.3 Standard Errors and Design Effects

This section presents several sets of standard errors and design
effects calculated on data from all four waves. Standard errors and
design effects pertain to proportions of a sample who had specified
characteristics. (See Appendix C for standard errors and design effects
that were calculated using third follow-up variables.)



5.3.1 Base-year and First Follow-Up

Table 5.3-la displays standard errors and design effects for the
sophomore cohort for 30 proportions and seven averages based on weighted
data from the first follow-up questionnaires and tests. The mean root
design effect for the 37 statistics is 1.8, which is somewhat higher than
the'root design effect observed for the base year survey". The reason
for the difference is that the simple of .sophomores for the first follow-
up was a disproportionate suhsample from the ,base year sample. Although
moat of the bass year sophoiore sample were retained (with certainty) for
the first follow-up, several groups were subsampled. Zn particular, base
year nonparticipants Who dropped out of.sdhOol prior to the first follow-
up survey (approiimaiely 500)'ceses, was subsampled at a rate of only 10%;
the mean first -7:Mow-up survey weight for this group is about 15 times
larger than the mean weight for the rest of the cohort sample. The
variability of the weights due to disproportionate subsgmpling and higher
nonreIponsa imnv dinrouts the efficiency of the sample and causes
the increase in the design effects.

Table 5.3-lb displays standard errors and design effects for the
senior cohort using the first follow-up questionnaire data and the first
follow-up weights. The mean root design effect for the 30 proportions is
1.6. This is the same as the Mean (1.6) found for the base year survey
using Taylor Series estimation procedures rather than BRR. The sample of
seniors for the follow-ups differs from the base year senior sample in
several key respects. First of all, the sample is much smaller (11,995
selected cases versus 34,982), which means that the average cluster size
(selections per school) is much smaller. Reducing the cluster size should
increase the efficiency of the sample. However, the first follow-up
sample of.seniors represents some population subgroups even more
disproportionately than did the base year sample; this greater
disproportionality decreases,the efficiency of the follow-up sample by
introducing additional variability into the weights. Apparently, the
effects of the reduced cluster size and the increased disproportionality
offset each other--the base year and the follow-up samples exhibit similar
mean design effects.

Table 5.3-2a displays estimates for the base year sophomore sample
using data from base year participants who were selected for the first
follow-up sample. The questionnaire items in table 5.3-2a are identical
to those in table 5.3-la but the estimated proportions and standard errors
-are based on responses to these items in the base year sophomore
questionnaire. For the most part, these items were repeated verbatim in
the,first follow-up questionnaire; in one case, however, response options
were reordered in the follow-up questionnaire. As table 5.3-2a shows, the
mean DEFT is 1.643, a value that differs little from the analogous figure
calculated during the base year (1.651). The mean DEFT in table 5.3-2a is
lower than the Main in table 5.3-la (1.6 vs. 1.8), because, as noted
earlier, the estimates for the follow-up sophomore sample are less
efficient than estimates for the base year sophomores.

Table 5.3-2b displays estimates for the base year senior sample using
only data from base year participants who were selected for the first
follow-up sample. The questionnaire items in table 5.3-2b are identical
to those in table 5.3=1b, but the estimated proportions and standard
errors are based on responses to these items in the base year senior
questionnaire. For the most part, these items were repeated verbatim
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Table 3.3-1a

Standard Errors and Design Effects Associated with Estimated Proportions of

First Follow0p Sophomores who Had Specified Characteristim6 Using Fu1WT

Statistic
Item

tearber* Estimate SE DEFF DEFT

Proportions

In vocational program

Worked last week

Working at clerical jab
Current job is place where people goof off
Work more enjoyable then school

.

Job encourages good work habits
Father non-professional
Father fir-Jihad college

Mother finished calm
Watch more than one her of TV per day
Career success important

Having lots of money not important

Important to be a. leader in,community
Important to live close to parents
Having leisure time not important
Have a positive attitude toward self

Good luck more important then hard work
Selieve someone or something prevents success

Believe plena hardly ever work out
Have little to be proud of

Working to correct inequalities ism:octant
So serious trouble with law

Err.::ci 'iv finish full-time education

Would be satisfied with lets than college ed.
Seen by others as physically unattractive
Married

Expect first child by age 25

Expect to have osn home or apt. by Doe 24
Expect to have no children
Hard of hearing

Averages

Vocabulary score
Reeding score

Math, pert 1 score
Math, pert 2 score
Science score
Writing score
Civics score

Mean (Proportion ally)
Mean (All statistics)
Minimum
Maximum
Standard Deviation

2
24
29
33A
33C
330
S3A
55

56
61

73A
73C
73F
73M

73L
75A
758

75E
7SF

75L
738

76A
80
82
76
97A
978
97D

98
103C

0.270
0.532
0.250
0.132
0.513
0.789
0.887
0.213
0.136
0.791

0.860
0.103

0:476
0.707
0.017
0.932

0.127
0.256
0.199
0.126
0.396
0.949

0.382
0.744
0.103
0.035
0.538
0.921
0.089
0.019

10.387
7.657
10.20
2.736
9.475
9.503
5.441

0.007
0.005

0.005
0.004
0.005
0.004

0.005
0.007

0.005
0.003

0.003
o.oalv.

0.006
0.005
0.001

0.002
0.003
0.005

0.004
0.003

0.004
0.003

0.007
0.006
0.003
0.002

0.005

0.002
0.003
0.001

0.085

0.072
0.143
0.041

0.073
0.074

0.037

6.922
2.804
3.080
2.958
2.149
2.116

6.276
7.040
5.374

1.480

1.960
2.549
3:748
3.147
1.552

1.564
1.986

3.122
2.434
1.992

1.738
4.845
5.288
4.693

2.480
2.883

2.404
1.326
2.706
1.472

5.776
5.217
7.407
5.031

5.969
4.993
4.326

3.136
3.589
1.326
7.407
1.804

2.631

1.675

1.755

1.720

1.466
1.454

2.506
2.653
2.318
1.217

1.400

1.597
1.936

1.774

1.246

1.250

1.409
1.767

1.560

1.411

1.318
2.201

2.300

2.166
1.573

1.698

1.550
1.151

1.645
1.213

2.403
2.284

2.722
2.243
2.443
2.234

2.080

1.719
1.837
1.151

2.722
0.470

* First follow-up questionnaire number.



Table 5.3-1b

Standen:I Errors and Design Effects Associated with Estimated Proportions of

First Follow- Seniors Who Had $. ified Characteristics Using RAW

Statistic

Item

limber* Estimate SE DEFF DEFT

Nerd of hearing 83-c .012 .001 .890 .943
Waving leisure time not impartent 85.1 .013 .001 .802 .896
Nave physical handicrp 14 .070 .003 1.487 1.220
have little to *proud of 754 .087 .004 2.085 1.444
Eicpect to have no children 61 .098 .00$ 1.880 1.371
Two or more siblings in MO school 73 .099 .003 1.079 1.039
Good luck more i---tmmt than haniark 75, .100 .004 1.802 1.342
Expect to get married 15-e .107 .006 3.963 1.991
Expect to finish full-time education 15.0 .136 .006 3.182 1.782
Obt:tr finished college 21 .142 .009 7,131 2.676
Salim plans hardly raver work out 951 .6t1: .143 .005 2.058 1.435'
Kevin lots of money not important - 85 -c .147 .004 1.362 1.167
Current job is place where people goof off 25-a .182 .006 1.906 1.381
telfeve scamone/scmething prevents success 75-e .216 .006 2.111 1.453
Father finished college 20 .227 .010 5.918 2.433
Planning professional career 16 -e .260 .006 2.064 1.437
Sibling in college 72 .372 .007 2.244 1.498
Nave started first job 15-c .420 .009 3.483 1.866
toportant to be a leader in community 15f .465 .007 2.084 1.444
Plan to finish college 12 .486 .011 4.612 2.146
Expect first child by age 25 15-b .489 .010 4.102 2.025
Work more enjoyable than school 25-b .513 .008 2.011 1.418
Would be satisfied with less than college od. 13 .629 .011 5.291 2.300
Working to correct inequalities important asq .670 .007 2.345 1.531
Witch more than one has of TV per day 76 .778 .007 3.167 1.780
Career success important 85 -s .829 .005 1.890 1.375
Job encourages good lark habits 25c .858 .005 1.804 1.343
Have ability to finish college 14 .867 .005 2.355 1.535
Expect to have own home or apt. by age 24 15-d .916 .004 2.203 1.484
Have a positive attitude toward self 75-a .949 .003 1.923 1.387

Mean
2.642 1.571

Minimum
.802 .896OWN=

7.161 2.676
Standard Deviation

1.499 .423

First follow-up questionnaire nuaber
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Statistics

Table 5.3-2a

Standard Errors and Design Effects Associated with Estimated Proportions
and Averages of Firstfollow-Up Sophasoes Who Had Specified

Characteristics Usi ease Year uei is

Proportions

In vocational program

Worked lest week

Working at clerical job

Ito'

Ikmber*

1

24

Estimate SE CIF, DEFT

0.212
0.362
o.oae

0.006
0.005

0.003

5.705
2.901

2.649

2.369
1.703

1.628
0.163 0.003 1.356 1.164
0.557
0.722
0.8a3

0.006
0.003
0.004

3.050

0.945

3.152

1.746

0.972

1.784
0.225 o.ovr 5.308 2.304
0.139 0.005 4.508 2.123
0.909 0.003 2.896 1.702
0.550 0.003 1.846 1.359
0.102 0.003 2.556 1.599
0.539 0.005 2.575 1.606
0.749 0.004 2.200 1.483
0.022 0.001 1.189 1.091
0.909 0.002 1.131 1.064
0.155 0.003 1.612 1.270
0.301 0.004 1.736 1.317
0.221

0.156
0.004
0.003

2.190 1.480

0.363 0.003
1.623

1.003
1.274

1.001
0.944 0.002 1.944 1.394
0.397 0.006 3.916 1.979
0.ECO 0.005 3.943 1.986
0.166
0.003

0.003
0.000

1.606

-.

1.267
--

0.583 0.004 1.563 1.250
0.929 0.002 .469 1.212
0.101

0.024
0.003
0.001

2.458

1.034
1.568

1.017

8.479
6 649.

0.068
0.060

4.070

4.025
2.017
2.006

1 0.116 5.646 2.376
2.494 0.039 5.148 2.269
8.777
8.127

0.069
0.070

5.540

4.523
2.354

2.127
4.479 0.039 5.182 2.276

2.417 1.508
2.895 1.643
.945 .972

5.705 2.389
1.523 .448

27
Current job is place there people goof off 30A
Work more enjoyable than school 34C
Job encourages good work habits

300Fethor nonprofessionel
38

Father finished college
39Mother finished college
42Watch more than one hour of riper dey 48 'Career success important
61A

Moving lots of money not important 61C
Important to be a leader in community 61F
Important to live close to parents 615Having leisure time not important 73LMew a positive attitude towered self 62ABead luck more important than herd work 621
Believe someone or something prevents success 412ERelieve plans hardly ever work out
Nave little to be proud of

62F
62L vt,Working to correct inmouslities important 61JNo serious trouble with law 67AExpect to finish full-time edUcation 69Would be satisfied with lees than college ed. 71

Married
Seen by others as physicallyunettractive

67C
78A

Expect first child by age 25 MS
Expect to have no children

Expect to have own home or apt. by age 24 78)

Hard of hearing 80
88CAverages

Vocabulary score
Reeding score

Math, pert 1 score
Me 9.80th,part 2 score
Science score
Writing score
Civics score

Peen (Proportions only)

Mean (All statistics)
Minimum

Maxim JO

standard Deviation

w=wamm,.........

Base year questionnaire ember.
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Table 5.3-2b

Standard Errors and Design. Effects Associated With Estimeted Proportion of First

Follow-Up Seniors Who Had Specified Characteristics, Using INT

Statistic

Item

Numbers, Estimate SE DEFF DEFT

Nerd of hearing $em .018 .002 2.404 1.551
Waving leisure time not important 1110571. .021 .002 2.184 1.478
Nave physical handicap 10388 .054 .003 1.932 1.390
Have little to be proud of ISOM .116 .005 2.563 1.601
Expect to have no children 11$082 .098 .005 3.037 1.743
Two or acre siblings in MO school E1099 .141 .005 2.222 1.491
Good luck acre important than handwork 110588 .121 .004 1.573 1.254
Expect to get serried 140814 .010 .012 4.300 2.074
Etpect to finish full -tiem education 13081E .013 .001 0.844 0.919
Mother finished college 13042 .148 .006 4.915 2.217
Believe -plans hardly ever work out 111038E .188 .006 2.434 '.560
Waving lots of money not important .0 118057C .11C

.-
2.710 1.646

Current job is place when people goof Off MCA .169 .005 1.667 1.291
Believe someone or something prevents success 18058E .236 .001 2.763 1.662
Father finished college S3039 .245 .011 5.461 2.337
Planning professional career 18062 .269 .005 1.390 1.179
Sibling in college 11098 .314 .007 2.443 1.563
Nave started first Job 110810 .170 .005 1.868 1.367
important to be a leader in community 18057E .510 .008 2.815 1.678
Plan to finish college 13065 .457 .009 3.646 1.909
Expect first child by age 25 130518 .523 .010 4.151 2.038
Work acre enjoyable than schcol 810270 .515 .007 1.850 1.360
ikuld be satisfied with less than college ed. S3067 .713 .009 4.329 2.081
Working to correct inequslities **runt
Watch more than cos hour of TV per day

18057)
11048

NI,
.610

.848
.003

.006
2.969
3.150

1.723
1.775

Career success important 18057A .880 .004 1.695 1.302
Job encourages good work habits MUD .787 .006 2.104 1.450
Nave ability to finish college 111069 .803 .006 1.744 1.321
Expect to have own home or apt. by age 24 130810 .913 .004 2.123 1.457
Have a positive attitude toward self 130584 .908 .006 4.564 2.136

Neon
2.728 1.618KiniMut
0.844 0.919Naxiaamm
5.461 2.337Standsrd Deviation
1.136 0.336

Use year SPSS variable 31611*



in the first follow-up questionnaire; three of them, however, had an
additional response option in the first follow-up questionnaire. As table
5.3-2b shows, the mean design effect is 1.618, a value that differs little
from the analogous figure-calculated during the bane year.

Tables 5.3-3a, and 5.3 -3b display standard errors and design effects
for changes in 30 proportions and, for sophomores, changes in seven test
scores (Table 5.3-3a only).' The statistics are based only on those
studenta who participated in both the base year and the first follow-up
survey and the changes refer to differences between bass year and first
follow-up responses.

The change statistics in tables 5.3-3a and 5.3-3b were computed by
taking the weighted mean of the changes shown.by each respondent who
participated in both the base year and first follow-up surveys. The
standard errors (end design effects) thus reflect the fact that whether a
respOndent was, for example, hard of hearing during the base year is
correlated with his orher being hard:of-hearing during the first follow-up. The change estimates were caleulated using individv.al change scores
of sample millibars who participated in both the base year and first follow-
up. Thus, the standard errors fdr these estimates take into account the
correlation between false year and first follow-up respondents. The change
estimates are directional: a negative estimate indicates that fewer
respondents fell into the category of interest (e.g., hard of hearing)
during the first foilow-Up survey; a positive estimate indicates that more
respondents fell into the category. The mean DEFT in table 5.3-3a are
lower than those for tables'5.3-la and 5.3-2a (1.4 vs 1.8 and 1.6).
Similarly mean DEFTs in table 5.3-3b are lower than those for tables 5.3-lb cnd 5.3-2b (1.5 vs 1.6). This probably reflects the observed tendency
of more complex statistical estimates (such as change estimates,
correlation or regression coefficients) to exhibit smaller design affectsthan simple estimates.

5.3.2 Second Follow -up

Tables 5.3-4a and 5.3-4b display the estimated percentages, standard
errors, DEFFs, and DEFTs fdr variables from the second follow-up surveydata. (As only ten of the thirty non-test items presented in the
preceding tables were included in the second follow-up survey
questionnaire, twenty additional items, representing estimated proportionsof varying magnitudes, were added to this table). For sophomores, the
mean DEFT for the thirty estimated

percentages from the second follow-up
survey is 1.54, a smaller figure than obseried for the first follow-up andabout equal to that for the base year. For seniors, the mean DEFT is1.68, which is larger than the mean DEFT observed for the first two waves.For both cohorts, the variability of the design effects appears to be
somewhat smaller than for either of the previous survey waves.
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Table 5.3-34

Standard Errors and Design Effects Associated with Changes

(between lase Year and First Follow-Up) in the Proportions and Averages

of First FolimUp Gephosores Who Mad Specified Characteristics,

thin; ji ret Fot lowUp 'Weights

Statistic

Change

Estimate St CeFF DEFT

Proportions

In vocational matron 0.054 0.004 1.666 1.233
Worked last week 0.177 0.005 1.651 1.285
Working at clerical job 0.168 0.005 2.033 1.626
Current Job is place where people goof off -0.033. 0.004 1.1E4 1.088
Work sore enjOyebte than school -0.046 0.006 1.487 1.220
Job encourages good work habits 0.077 0.005 1.356 1.165
Father nonprofessional 0.002 0.002 0.952 0.976
.Father finished college .3.001 0.012 '1.242 1.114
Mothii.fintshea college -0.002 0.002 1.601 1.265
114tch sore than ono how of TV per day -0.116 0.003 1.193 1.092
Career success important 0.009 0.004 1.925 1.387
Keying tots of money not important 0.000 0.003 1.577 1.256
!moment to be 8 leader in community -0.057 0.005 1.751 1.323
Important to live close to parents -0.046 0.005 2.130 1.460
Keving leisure time not fie:cornett -0.006 0.002 2.779 1.667
Nave a positive attitude toward self 0.027 0.003 1.801 1.342
Good luck more important than herd work -0.030 0.004 2.087 1.445
Believe sweats or something prevents emus* -0.047 0.005 1.810 1.345
Wove plans hardly ever work out -0.0,6 0.004 1.413 1.169
NSW little to be peoud of -0.t..4 0.004 1.833 1.354
Working to correct inequalities important 0.033 0.005 1.608 1.268
No serious troWle with law 0.007 0.002 1.405 1.185
Expect to finish full-time 4Wtatten -0.021 0.004 1.728 1.315
Would be satisfied with less than college ed. -0.059 0.004 1.937 1.392
Seen by others as physically unattractive -0.063 0.004 2.081 1.443
Married 0.035 0.002 2.198 1.453
Expect first child by ice 25 -0.07 0.005 1.613 1.270
Expect to hove own home or apt. by age 24 -0.003 0.003 1.655 1.286
Expect to have no children -0.020 0.004 3.026 1.740
Hord of Wiring

Averages
-0.004 0.002 3.338 1.827

Vocabulary score 2.070 0.040 2.816 1.678
Reeding score 1.177 0.026 1.145 1.070
Meth, part 1 score 1.352 0.053 2.541 1.594
Meth, pert 2 score 0.317 0.024 1.926 1.388
Science score 0.884 0.033 2.044 1.430
Writing score 1.603 0.044 2.871 1.695
Civics score 1.056 0.035 3.451 1.858

Neon (Proportions only)

Mean (All statistics)
Minimum
%Wass
Standard Deviation

1.601

1.945
.952

3.451
.611

1.330

1.368
.976

1.858
.213
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Table 5.33b

Standard Erre,1 and Design Cffects Asscciated with Chemin
(batueen Sate Yeer and First FolloeW) in the Proportion of
First Follow- seniors trio Had specified Characteristics

Statistic
Change

Estimate SE DEFF OE F--

Nerd of hewing
-.006 .002 2.060 1.435

Nevin, leisure time not important -.009 .002 1.408 1.187
Neve physical handicap

+.015 .025 2.435 1.560
Mew tittle to be proud of

-.029 .005 1.520 1.253
Expect taboo* no children

-.004 .005 1.973 1.407
Two or more siblings in high school

.005 1.844 1.353
Good luck sore important thanked work -.022 .005 1.588 1.260
Expect to get married

+.095 .t054.4 2.676 1.636
Expect to finish full-time edUcetion

+.116 .005 1.949 1.396
mother finished college

-.001 .004 2.988 1.729
Believe plans hendly ever work out -.047 .006 1.573 1.256
Nevins lots *ferny not hmosnumnt +.030 .008 4.173 2.044
Currant job is place where people goof off +.015 .008 1.693 1,301
Sellers someone or something prevents emcees -.026 .008 2.316 1.522
Father finiahed collie.

+.082 .004 2.894 1.701
Planning professional career

-.010 .006 1.39! 1.181
Sibling in college

4.067 .010 3.323 1.823
Nave started first Jab

+.247 .008 1.977 1.406
leportant to be a leader in cramunity

-.040 .008 2.155 1.468
Plan to finish college

-.005 .006 1.998 1.414
Expect first child by age 25

-.032 .007 1.633 1.197
Mort more enjoyable than school

-.010 .010 1.653 0.126
ibuld be satisfied with less than college ed. -.079 .006 1.720 1.312
Lbricing to correct inequalities important +.062 .010 2.913 1.707
baudiaore than one hour of riper dry -.071 .007 2.207 1.486
Career success important

-.047 .007 2.613 1.617
Job inoculates good work habits +.060 .008 1.892 1.376
Nave ability to finish college

+.066 .006 2.354 1.534
Expect to have own homer apt. by age 24 +.003 .006 2.690 1.640
Gave a positive attitude toward self ..043 .005 2.415 1.554

2.195 1.468Kinfmum
1.395 1.181Maximum
4.178 2.044

Standard Deviation
0.640 0.207
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Table 5.3-411

Estimeted Percentages, Standard Errors and Design Effects

. , in the Percentages of the Second Foticwlip Sophomores

Who dad Speciffed Characteristics (WeialtPJ2W7)

Statistic

Item

NuMmer Estimate SE DEFF DEF

Working full time, Feb '84 STU

SISON.

58.51 0.67 2.53 1.59
Taking acedsmic courses, Feb '84 $13C 33.61 0.81 4.00 2.00
looktns for work, Feb l84 £131 9.96 0.33 1.86 1.36
Ctirrentlymarried $Y55 12.31 0.47 2.77 1.66
Nave one or more children

. 11115A Imo 0.43 2.18 1.48
Expect to have 3 or more children SY64 33.92 0.55 1.70 1.33
,Keve served on military active duty SY43 6.21 0.33 2.80 1.67
If in PSE '82-'84: Earned no degree SY18I,J20I,J 70.40 0.64 1.35 1.16
If in PSE '82-'84: Earned vocational degree SY184.1-201,J 1.11 0.14 1.23 1.11
If in PSE '82-'84: Earned 4year college degree 8Y18101201,J 1.47 0.21 2.14 1.46
Enrolled in postsecondary education, Oct '82 PSECC82 44.68 0.70 2.67 1.63
Enrolled in poetseccodelruktation, Oct *E3 '$50C35 42.78 0.79 3.43 1.6
If Employed: In clerical occupation, Oct '83- SY464.49A 24.65 1.33 2.02 1.42
Employed, Ott '$3 JOSSOC83 66.57 0.63 2.37 1.5':.
Nave peed pocket calculator SY842.44 90.71 0.39 2.42 1.56
Neve wed computer terminal $1832-114 47.49 0.74 2.77 1.66
New used 'minims comenter $1852E4 23.33 0.60 2.51 1.59
have used video tape recorder SY8F2F4 53.82 0.59 1.76 1.33
New used staio cassette deck SY882114 80.26 0.40 1.97 1.40
Now ucad word processor SY8I2-14 9.09 0.40 2.56 1.60
61.srrently registered to vote SY69 53.72 0.70 2.61 1.62
Mire voted In election since timvdrvg 18 $770 33.38 0.72 3.08 1.76
king su,lessful in Rosary important SY714 16.27 0.45 2.11 1.45
Marrying the right parson very important SYS 87.63 0.41 2.03 1.43
Swim lots of moray very important SY71C 29.40 0.64 2.61 1.61
MOS a come pity leader very important SY71F 10.04 0.40 2.34 1.53
Setter opportunities for children very important SY710 72.66 0.56 2.05 1.43
Correcting Inewalities very important SY71.1 14.08 0.50 2.78 1.67
Waving children very iimartsnt S171K 49.19 0.65 2.25 1.50
Nevins leisure time vary important $1711. 72.14 0.67 2.95 1,72

Mean
2.40 1.54

Miniaum
1.23 1.11

Maximum
4.00 2.00

Standard Deviation
0.56 0.18

01111110111.=110!
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Table 5.3-4b

fstteeted Percentages, Standard Errors end Design Effects

in the Percentages of the Second Follow-Op Seniors

lEo Wad Specified Characteristics (Weight5f112WT)

Statistic
Item

amber Estimate t/ DEFF DEFT

harking fult tfme, Feb 184 SCA 65.49 0.61 1.80 1.34
?skins academic comes, Feb 114 SE3C 32.63 0.83 3.84 1.96
Looking for wort, Feb 184 383I 6.45 0.37 2.47 1.37
Currenttysarried SE57 24.17 9.77 3.52 .1.88
Pave onm armee chitdro: SE65 16.68 0.72 3.65 1.91
Expect to have 3 or more children S/65 34.10 0.77 2.76 1.66
gave served on military active duty SE44 6.86 0.31 1.64 1.28
If In PSE 42-44: Earned no degree SEI8I,J20101 60.46 0.92 2.46 1.57
If in PS/ 182-.114: Earned vocatienet degree SE18101204.1 1.62 0.25 2.72 1.65
If in PSE 42-164: Earimmia4me college degree SE181,20ld 10.94 0.74 3.90 1.98
Enrolled in postsecondary :palmation, Oct 182 PSESCC82 42.82 0.97 4.16 2.04
Enrolled in costsocerclary ideation, Oct 183 FSESOC83 39.21 0.97 4.27 2.07
If employed: In clerical occupation, Oct 183 SE476504 27.24 1.00 2.18 1.48
Employed, Oct 133 J0850283 73.92 0.63 2.21 1.49
gave used pocket celcutator SE9A244 91.83 0.31 1.36 1.17
Nave use computer torminat SE912114 55.76 0.97 3.85 1.96
have use ^minframe computer SE92284 29.06 0.73 2.49 1.58
Neve used video tape recorder SE9F2F4 54.75 0.92 3.39 1.84
Nave used audio cassette deck SEM-114 89.08 0.52 2.84 1.69
Nave used word processor S2912I4 12.55 0.52 2.58 1.60
Currently registered to vote SE70 66.30 0.85 3.43 1.85
(live voted in election within last two years 6E71 46.80 0.88 3.28 1.81
Ming successful in Job very %portant SE72A 82.00 0.55 2.17 1.47
Morning the right person very important SE7211 88.32 0.44 1.98 1.41
Having lots of money very important 8E72C 26.03 0.77 3.24 1.80
Being community leader very important fE72F 10.21 0.44 2.22 1.49
Setter opportunities for children very hipCilatt 82720 67.05 0.84 3.34 1.83
Correcting inewstities vary important SE72J 13.83 0.46 1.87 1.37
gaming chilemertimny important SE72K 49.69 0.92 3.57 1.39
Owing leisure time vary fsportant TEM 13.93 0.72 2.84 1.69

Noon
2.87 1.68

Minkum
1.36 1.17Mahan
4.27 2.07

Standard Deviation
0.78 0.24



5.3.3 Third Follow-up

Standard errors, DEFFs, and DEFT: for 30 third follow-up survey itemsare shown in tables 5.3-5a and 5.3-5)% The mean DEFT for the sophomore
cohort is 1.48 and that for the seniors is 1.51, aeich are close to (just
slightly below)'the mean DEFTs for the second follow-up. The variabilityof the DEFTtis much lower for the third follow-up than it was for thesecond follow=uP. Indeed, the standard deviation of the DEFT: for the
third follow-up items is calculated to be less than 0.1. One tentative
explanation for the greatly reduced standard deviation of the estimatedDEFTa is that the ERR estimates of standard error for individual itemshave Urger coefficients-of variation than do the Taylor Series estimates.Hence the obeerVed'variebility-of

tht ERR estimated DEFTs across the 30-items from the second follow-up is'greator than the variability for theTaylor Series estimates from the third follow-up.
Tibial 5.1-6a. and 5.3-6b present

selected,..distributional-wmtisticsfor the DEFFs and DEFT: for the same 30 third follow -up items containedin tables 5.3-51 and 5.3-5b, for the total population and for 11 selecteddomains.
- With the exception of Hispanics, the DEFT: for subgroups weregenerally 10 percent stellar (1.5 versus 1.7)'than that for the totalpopulation. The relative efficiency of the Hispanic subsample continuedto be affected by the Somewhat

greater clustering of the Hispanic samplemembers in specific schools and-relatively few geographical areas; the. average DEFT for the HisPic subsample was 1.9. Furthermore, thevariability of the DEFT: for Hispanics vas over twice that observed formost other subgroups (standard deviation of .4 versus less than .2).Thus, for analysis of third follow-up data from Hispanics, the use of asingle generalized design effect to inflate simple random sample estimatesof sampling errors involves a greater amount of approximation.
For both cohorts, the mean DEFT for all the subgroups exceptHispanics were comparable to or smaller than the mean DEFT for all domainscombined (1.5). The mean DEFT'for Hispanics, 1.75 for the sophomores and2.0 for the seniors, is somewhat higher. The variability of the DEFT forthe Hispanic sample across different items was also somewhat larger thanfor the other domains for the third follow-up, but the variability byitself was net that great, as the standard deviation was only 0.21 forsophomores and 0.25 for seniors. The standard deviation for Hispanicsophomores is not much greater than the standard deviation of the DEFTsfor all. the domains ,combined in the second -follow-up survey of thesophomore cohort, and the standard deviation for the Hispanic seniors isessentially the f"ame as the standard deviation DEFTs for all the domainscombined in the oecend follow-up.
The preceding data and discussion lead to the conclusion that theanalyst seeking an appropriate value to use for a root design effect toinflate simple random sampling-based estimates of sampling errors foveither cohort usy simply use 1.5: If the statistic is based largely on heHispanic subsample, a root design effect of 1.75 for sophomores and 2.0for seniors will be more appropriate. If the statistic is more complexthan a simple proportion or mean, the DEFTs just recommended will probablybe conservative in that they will tend to overestimate the true standarderrors.



Table 5.3-5a

Estimated Percentages, Standard Errors and Design Effects

in the Percentages of the Third Follow-Up Sophomores

iftima Specified Characteristics (Weight = FUND

Statistic
Item

Mumber Estivate 14 DEFF DEFT

Marking at full ce tart Time Job, Feb .86 1134 67.47 0.58 2.02 1.42
Taking Academic Courses, Feb 186 T13C 26.24 0.63 2.68 1.64
Looking For Mork, Fab 186 TY3I 9.58 0.36 2.05 1.43
Currently Married

1141 23.16 0.56 2.36 1.54
Currently Divorced

TY41 1.85 0.17 2.00 1.42
Currently Nave One or Nor. Children 1149 22.n 0.54 2.55 1.60
Expect to4Uave Three or gr,-,Q*Children 1148 31.72 0.60 2.16 1.47
In PSI 44.46: Earned No Degree

TY211.221 21.36 1.15 2.05 1.43
In PSI 44.86: Received Vocational Degree

1121H.22ti 27.98 1.42 2.60 1.61
In PSI 44.86: Received 4 Yew Demo TY214.224 31.36 1.35 2.22 1.49
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 1121C-22C 32.11 0.66 2.64 1.63
Enrolled In PIE, Oct IS 11210-22C 28.36 0.61 2.45 1.56
In FSE 8446: V. Meat V /Career Cos 71284 5.52 0.41 2.07 1.44'
In PSE 4A.46: Some Set Vith Curriculum TY281 50.41 0.54 1.78 1.33
Applied for gred/Professiona School 1139 4.46 0.28 2.23 1.49
If Employed 44.66, tat Job Clerical 7784 24.43 0.53 1.44 1.37bad Any Job Wynn 84-86 117 93.41 0.30 2.10 1.43Did Not Receive Unemployment145

TY17045 86.41 0.62 2.16 1.47
Currently Registered to Vote 1156 66.40 0.67 2.54 1.60Nave Voted Since 1944 1117 51.13 0.70 2.47 1.57
Active Participant in Service Org TY59C 1.49 0.13 1.40 1.18Job Sectrity Very Important

TY16C 75.74 0.56 2.13 1.46Weans in Job Very Important
11644 79.63 0.51 2.03 1.43Marrying the Right Person Very Worm! T1164 86.36 0.44 2.14 1.46Saving Lots of Money Very Important MSC 22.68 0.52 1.94 1.39.

Seine a Community leader Very Important TY64F 6.65 0.31 1.97 1.40
Providing Setter Cpp for Kids Very Imp TY684 69.65 0.65 2.54 1.59
Correcting Social Inequalities Very tip

'Having
11611 11.02 0.42 2.32 1.52

Children Very Important

"'Raving
TY66E 47.65 0.64 2.03 1.44Lawrence Very 1g:octant TY64L 68.21 0.59 2.05 1.43

Olsen

2.19 1.48Minima
1.40 1.18Seamus
2.68 1.64StandendOeviation
0.29 0.10

4 4
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Table 5.3-5b

Estimated Percentages, Standard Errors and Design Effects

of the Third Fottow-Up Seniors Who Ned Specified Characteristics

(Weight o RIM)

Statistic

Item

Number Estimate SE OEFF DEFT

Working at Putt or Part Time Job, Feb 886 7134 77.50 0.57 1.98 1.41

Taking Academic Cams, Feb leo MC 11.32 0.48 2.37 1.54

Looking For Work, Fob 886 TE3I 8.02 0.39 2.13 1.46
Currently Nerriml TE41 36.33 0.74 2.48 1.57
Currently DivwCid 7E41 2.78 0.25 2.46 1.57
Currently have One or Wore Children TEO 26.76 0.73 2.66 1.69
Expect to Wave Three or More Chitdron 1E43 32.70 0.72 2.40 1.55
In PSE 84.86: Earned No Degree 1E211.221 7.61 0.80 2.13 1.445

In PSE 84.86: Received Vccationel Degree fE21M-22H 18.44 1.20 2.23 1.49
In PSE 84.86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21N-221 67.13 1.44 2.20 1.48
Enrotled in P88, Oct '84 TE21C-22C 22.92 0.63 2.3l 1.52
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '8 1521C-22C 17.01 0.58 2.45 1.57
In PSE 84.86: V. Oissat W/Career Ccuns TE28E 6.55 0.57 2.20 1.48
In PEE 84.86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 51.27 1.10 2.03 1.42
Applied fir Grad/Professional School TE39 6.22 0.38 2.50 1.58
If Employed 84.86, let Job Clerical TE8A 23.07 0.63 2.22 1.49
had Any Job Setammle4-86 TE7 94.75 0.32 2.15 1.47
Did Not Receive lamagloyeart-185 lamas 82.71 1.08 2.35 1.53
Currently Registered to Vote Y856 72.34 0.74 2.77 1.6e
Nave Voted aim: 1984 TE57 60.66 0.77 2.50 1.58
Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 2.02 0.20 1.93 1.39
Job Security Very Important TE16C 72.85 0.72 2.56 1.60
Urcess in Jab Very !-portent TWA 75.76 0.58 1.87 1.37
Marrying the Right Kraal Very Important TUBS 87.06 0.50 2.23 1.49
Raving lots of Money Very Wortarst TE68C 20.95 0.61 2.26 1.50
Being a Comity Loader Vary Important TEM 5.35 0.31 1.93 1.39
Providing Setter Opp for rids Very Imp TEM 65.69 0.73 2.35 1.53
Correcting Social Inequalities Vary Imp SSW 9,73 0.44 2.20 1.48
Saving Children Very Important TE68% 48.58 0.77 2.40 1.55
Raving leisure Time Very Important TEM 68.86 0.66 2.07 1.44

Neon
2.28 1.51

Minimum

aximum
1.87

2.86

1.37

1.69
StandsniDeviation

0.23 0.08

394 5



Table 5.3.6a

Distributional Statistics for Design Effects er4 Root Design

Effects for 30 Survey Nesaures for 12 Domains,

Sophomore Cohort

DOMAIN DEFF DEFT

Total Population Neon 2.19 1.48

Minimum 1.40 1.18

SaGCiasma 2.69 1.64

Standard Deviation 0.29 0.10

Hispanic A'o 1
Mum .3.11

Minimum 1.69 1.30

Maximum 5.!.0 2.32

Standard Deviation 0.76 0.21

Slack Hun 2.19 1.47

Minimum
. 1.24 1.11

Maxim 2.92 1.71

Standard Deviation 0.36 0.13

unites and Others Seen 1.92 1.38

Ninimus 1.32 1.15

Noxious 2.38 1.54

Standard Deviation 0.23 0.08

Female Wean 2.06 1.43

Minimum 1.51 1.23

102X15.11 2.42 1.55

Standard Deviation 0.21 0.07

Hate Seen 2.07 1.44

Minimum 1.37 1.17

Maximum 2.59 1.61

Stoddard Deviation 0.24 0.09

Loon Quartile SES Mien 1.83 1.35

Minimum 1.22 1.10

Ilexisam 2.31 1.52

Standard Conflation 0.26 0.10

46
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Table 5.3-6e

DfOributional Statistic: for Design Effects and Root Design

Effects for 30 Survey Mecsure* for 12 Domains,

Sophomore Cohort -- Conti :wed

MAIM DUI DEPT

Middle Quartile: SES Mean 2.06 1.43

Minima 1.43 1.20

Maxima 2.41 1.55

Standard Deviation 0.25 0.09

Highest Quartile SES Mean 1.92 1.38

Minima 1.31 1.14

Maxima 2.48 1.57

Standard Deviation 0.23 0.10

Received Mo PSE Mean t.96 1.40

Minimum 1.25 1.12

Maximum 2.82 1.68

Standard Daviation 0.34 0.12

Received Some PSE Mean 2.09 1.44

Minima 1.46 1.21

Maximum 2.53 1.59

Standard Deviation 0.19 0.07

FourYear Degrte Pam 1.63 1.26

Mintage 0.'4 0.39

Maxima 2.14 1.46

Stendard Deviation 0.42 0.21

41
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Table 5.3-6b

Distributional Statistics for Design Effects and loot Design

Effects for 30 Survey Measures for 12 Domains,

Stnior Cchcirt

COMM DEFF DEFT

Total Population Mors 2.23 1.51

Minimum 1.87 1.37

Maximum 2.86 1.69

Standard Dwistion 0.23 0.08

MismInics . than 4.06 .2.00
Minimum 1.54 1.24
MOXIMUA 5.75 2.40
Standard Deviation 0.93 0.25

Slacks NW 2.40 1.54
Minimum . 1.36 1.17
Statism .4.63 2.15

Standard Deviation 0.61 '4.18

Whites and others Mean 1.70 1.30
Minimum 1.38 1.17
MUNI., 2.06 1.43
Standard Deviation 0.15 0.06

Female Mean 2.26 1.50
!Wilma 1.83 1.35
Maximum 2.59 1.61

Standard Deviation 0.17 0.06

Nate Mean 2.13 1.46
Mini 1.76 1.33
Maximum 2.65 1.63

Standard Deviation 0.20 0.07

Bottom SU Nun 2.31 1.52
Minium 1.61 1.27
NOXIMUk. 3.04 1.74

Standard Deviation 0.36 0.12

48
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Table 5.3.6b

Distributional Statistics for Design Effects and ken Design

Effects for 30 Sumanfilawares for 12 Domains,

Senior Cohort -- Continued

DOWN DEFF DEFT

Middle SES NM 2.02 1.42
Minimum 1.76 1.33
NeXinal 2.35 1.53

Standard Deviation 0.16 0.06

Top SES Now 1.71 1.31

Minimum 1.46 1.21

Maximum 1.97 1.40

Standard Deviation 0.14 0.05

No PSE Attandence New :1.99 1.41
Minimum 1.59 0.26
Maximum 2.34 1.53
Standard Deviation 0.17 0.U6

Scam PSE Attendance Now
.

2,5 1.50
Minima 1.73 1.32
Maximus 2.72 1.65
Standard Deviation 0.23 0.07

FourYesr Degree New 2.07 ''.44

Minimum 1.79 1.34
Pkoassas 2.47 1.57
standard Deviation 0.17 0.06

49
43
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HS8 SOPHOMORES - FU3 NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS FOR EACH CELL

!RACE

HISPANIC

TOTAL

CASES
4

N OF

AND UHAVAILABLEI

QUARTILE
LOWEST

SCHTYPE CHEST()

REG PUB
ALTER

HISPANIC
F8

CATHOLIC

PRIV NON-
CATHOLIC

NON-HISP REG PUO
SLACK ALTER

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIR11
QUARTILE

TOTAL I FU3PART

SUM OF WTS 1SUM OF WTS 'ADJUSTMENT

1061 26476.48501 21507.41601 1.2310

1141 26198.01701 23176.68101 1.1303

. 631 15839.72101 14282.01761 1.fq90

; ;
-

671 11171.90901 10700.40001 1.0440

6757.70801 6484.82601 1.0421

1933.2114 8274.7694

7058.68401 8273.89801

4358.48901 3641.74001

4437.53801 4304.11101

2216.51201 2015.83401 1.0995

2314.06801 2070:46301 4.1176

1839.64301 1779.95301 1.0334

.... p -
QUARTILE I 441
HIGHEST

UNAVAILABLE. 89i

QUARTILE I

LOWEST
921

I 661
SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE I 731

QUARTILE
HIGHEST

I SDI

1 741
BELOW
MEDIAN

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

'NULL

1 I 191

AND UNAVAILABLEi

QUARTILE I

LOWEST

1.1U

1.03W

874.08401 863.63401 1.0121

3044.53701 2758.44701 1.1037

37916.93101 1.1353

63350.44401 1.1348

1231 43046.411101

2171 71888.69901

52



no 4urriwimusca - 1114 nuelpruc4rvivac mut"Laspluna4 IWO GPM, uCLL

(RACE 1SCHTVPE IBYTESTQ

HON -HISP
BLACK

NON-HISP
WHITE,
OTHER

REG PUB AND
ALTER

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

HISPANIC NULL
PUB

CATHOLIC NULL

PRIV NON- (NULL
CATHOLIC

I

I

I

.-
REG PUG AND UNAVAILABLE)
ALTER

QUARTILE 1

LOWEST

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
(QUARTILE

I

I

TOTAL

CASES
N OF

TOTAL I FU3PART

SUM OF WTS (SUM OF MIS (ADJUSTMENT

1331 36679.1650 29715.8770 1.2344

1021 16650.12701 13164.84201 1.2009
. .

631 10505.35501 9053.50301 1.1603
o

361 3774.07401 3203.87061 1.1492

1911 5166.77901 5408.6160) 1.0144

221 Istil.meol :122.72401 I.
4071179909.06001157535.2030) 1.1420

4191150272.61301131970.62901 1.0813

6151219174.37101198606.11701 1.1065

1041268312.61601252730.42701

1

9981317169.13101304420.35601 1.0410

1.0619

HISPANIC BELOW
PUB MEDIAN 141 10540.14101 8148.01901

ABV4E
MEDIAN 631 8/86.12401 5704.80101

CATHOLIC BELOW
MEDIAN .2241 24919.71901 22761.13001

ABOVE
MEDIAN 5621 62073.25601 59870.06001

53

1.1845

1.0144

.. -1.0973

1.0510



HSU SOPHOMORES - FU3 NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS FOR EACH CELL

DROPSTAT (SEX 'RACE 1SCHTIPE

NON-DROPOUTMALE NON -ASP FRIV NON-
WHITE. CATHOLIC
OTHER

FEMALU HISPANIC REG PUB AND
ALTER

HISPANIC
PUB

IBVTESTO

BELOW
MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

UNAVAILABLE;

TOTAL

N OF
CASES

LOWEST
QUARTILE

SFGOND
QUARTILE

THIAD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

UNAVAILABLE'

r.

LOWEST
QUARTILE

SECOND
QUARTILE

TOTAL I FU3PART

SUN OF YTS iSUM OF YTS IADJUSIMENT

51 22790.1830 15437.8320

1111 29035.53801 25950.15601

831 19724.52201 10269.12061

891 21527.49501

741 13663.57001

52 9311.4840!

241 31139.43601
*

55i 6541.42301

1401 10900.34201

861 0453.25201

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

CATHOLIC 'NULL

CATHOLIC
PRIV NON- 'NULL

NON-HISP REG PUB ANO UNAVA"lBLEI
BLACK ALTER

(CONTINUED)

, -4

671 2611.25301

S.1727

1.1175

1.07061

193811.4390i- 1.1114

12413.11501 1.1007
. ;

5404.45201 1.0576

3731.41701 1.0259

6310.51901 1.0365

10517.24701 1.0370

5910.20601 1.0019

275... .601 i.0099s.
251 954.59201 482.25801 1.0816

.300$ 9355.2250' 8564.06101 1.0436
*-

91 2303.38501 2303.38501 1.0000

1071 41448.60101 33718.53501 1.2292

QUARTILE I 2561 94444.52901 86989,74801 -1:0856
LOWEST

.5 4



glata OWrOMWWISIG4 $1100 nonftuarommOs, MWV1041MG11114 run cmun UtLI.

DROPSTAT !SEX

NON-DROPOUT FEMALE

RACE !SCHUR

NON-HISP PUB AND
BLACK ALTER

NON-HISP
WHITE.
OTHER

(CONTINUED)

HISPANIC
PUB

CATHOLIC

PRIV NON -
CATHOLIC

IBYTESTO

RED PUB AND
ALTER

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

TOTAL

N OF
TOTAL FU3PART

CASES SUN OF WTS iSUM OF MS 1410JUSTNENT

156 42926.3160 39703.7650

1021 21033.34501 20440.119401

631 8884.36801 41163.54001
110

411 7494.00301 7449.34701 1.0046

3C! 841.46001 826.18901 1.0185

1 611 1559.06101 1517.49701

I 731 2191.05901 2134.95401

1.0274
*

# 4 U.,

I331 S457.16301 1310.69301
*

I261 1695.65501 1660.15201

I71 1152.00701 1152.0070

UNAVAILA5LEi 3421159791.97001 143177.64601
*

1 4261152306.54601143414.07701
o

1 6921254560.67301242711.54501

1 2431262612.63601274112.111701
i *

1 9661320320.32401311271.52401

QUARTILE I

HIGHEST

NULL

I I.

UNAVAILABLE;

LOWEST
QUARTILE

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

NULL

1.0811

1.0290

1.0882

LOWEST
QUARTILE

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

1.0262

1.1117

1.0040

1.0000

1.1160

1.0620

1.0467

1.0317

1.0290
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H60 SOPHOMORES - FU3 NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS FOR EACH CELL

DROPSTAT ISEX

NON-DROPOUT FEMALE

!RACE ISCHTTPE 'FITTEST()

NON-HISP HISPANIC BELOW
WHETE.. PUB MEDIAN
OTHER

MEDIAN
ABOVE

CATHOLIC UNAVAILABLE;

QUARTILE
LOWEST

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

PRIV NON- BELOW
CATHOLIC MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

DROPOUT MALI HISPANIC ;NULL ;NULL

NON-HISP (NULL
BLACK

'MU

NON-HISP HULL

,OTHER
WHITE.

6

FE HISPANIC $NULL i
r ..A (NULL

6
NON-HISP (NULL
BLACX

(NULL:

INON-HISP NULL
WHITE.
OTHER

NULL

.

TOTAL

CASES SUM OF YTS iSUN OF NTS (ADJUSTMENT
N.OF

TOTAL I FU3PART

56

6

7tI 9659.2310 6901.2670 1.0755

631 7766.77201 7214.79101 1.0768

53i 4154.3390: 3740.57601 1.1106

641 5100.03701 4695.29401 1.0540

1661 20760.42701 20590.60201 1.0079
o

2721 31652.57001 30050.60501 1.0530

3431 411116.04601 39777.67601 1.0349

66i 27220.73201 24204.32201 1.1246
e

031 27169.13501 20162.60501 1.0360
6+ - -..

214i 35364.114701 30457.0230 1.1940

2151 46657.45001 24004.29701 1.3460

1267115.3760( 1.4929

2271 33420.73101 24204.8910$ 1.3010o

1761 31509.70001 32476.56301 1.2165

6161150921.20001114146.04901 1.3222



FOR EACH CELL

DROPSTAT $SEX

NON-DROPOUT MALE

GRACE

FINALE

HISPANIC

NON -HI$P
SLACK

$SCHTYPE

TOTAL
TOTAL I MO=

N OF
CASES SUN OF WTS iSUN OF WTS !ADJUSTMENT iSUN OF WTS !ADJUSTMENT

o o o

TESTPART

REG PU6
ALTER

AND
394

I3501
CATHOLIC

I
1731

CATHOLIC
PRIV NON- I

191

HISPANIC
PU9

REG PUS AND
ALTER

HISPANIC I

PUS

CATHOLIC i

PRIV NON- 1

CATHOLIC
o

NON-HISP REG PUS AND'
WHITE. ALTER
OTHER o.- ,*

I

i
PRIV NON- I

CATHOLIC I

HISPANIC REG PUS AND
ALTER

HISPANIC
PUS

CATHOLIC

Pub
PAN1C IHIS

CATHOLIC

PRIV -
CATHOLIC

NON
1

(CONTINUED)

86443.8400$

26709.43401

5027.79501

3044.63401

56497.05701

18522.38101

.4417.2460i

2283.60601

1.5299

1.44191

1.13611

1.33311

74597.4170

22991.72901

4714.05001

2316.99801

1.1587

1.1622

1.0695

1.1638

221 1367.20901 967.19601

32431 11336081886266.56201

1471 16326.97201 11687.76001

7861 87973.04501 77262.18801

;

1621 51832.02101.37089.74701

3221 68066.80701 49014.74501

3831 27667.19201 21272.15201

300; 9355.22501 8225.414

Si 2303.35501 2303.38501

6351178770.40201119135.57701 1.50061140850.24401

261 3774.07401
o

1911 5866.77901

2706.28601

4775.45901

1.39451 3241.10501

1.2285] 5404.3660i

1.41361 1139.73401

1.26121 10209891

1.296111 13371.60601
1

1.13711 62500.20201

1.39741 42307.107801

1.38861 59597.04701

1.30051 26372.1330!
o

1.13731 8951.31901

1.00001 2303.38501

57

1. 1930

1.1644

1.0855

1.1996

1.1123

1.2210

1.0663

1.2250

1.1420

1.0490

1.0451

1.0000
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Sophomore Cohort

VARIABLERAVVI VT FOR FU2 SELECTION

MOMENTS

N 14825 SUM VGIS 14825
MEAN 255.037 SUM 37809A5
STD DEW 240.215 VARIANCE 57703.2
SKEWNESS 2.37723 KURTOSIS 11.86"7
USS 1818669585 CSS 8553820 A
CV 94.1881 STD MEAN

III
1.872749

TI *0MAN 129.271 PROB> 0.0001
SGN RANK 54848863 PROS> S 0.00)1
NUM nn 0 14825

SAS

UNIVARIATE

QUANTILES(0EF4)

100% MAX 5098.14 99% 1264.23
75% 03 436.375 85% 530.728
50% RED 147.565 80% 463.398
25% 01 102.798 10% 21.8632
0% MIN 1.448 5% 14.68

1% 5.286
RANGE 3096.7
03-Q1 333.577
NODE 436.375

VARIABLEFU3117 VT FOR THIRD FOLLOWUP PARTICIPANTS

MOMENTS

SAS

UNIVARIATE

1

EXTREMES

LOWEST HIGHEST
1.449 2229.2
1.449 2239.24
1.449 2238.24
1.449 2627.14
1.449 3098.14

QUANTILES(DEF4)
EXTREMES .

N 13481 SUM WITS 13481
100% MAX 3350.11 88% 1378.54

MEAN 280.463 SUM 3780928
75% 03 463.438 85% 584.488

SID 0EV 266.438 VARIANCE 708119.3
50% RED 166.898 90% 516.443

SKEWNESS 2:65544 KURTOSIS 14.4557
25% 01 113.076 10% 25.282

USS 2017348708 CSS 958836427
0% MIN 1.619 5% 15.791

CV 94.8893 STD MEAN 2.29475
1% 8.481S RANK 45437711 PROS> S

ST' 0.0001 RANGE 3348.490000.1W WT:KEAN-0 122.22 PRO

03-01 350.363HUN nu 0 13491
MODE 449.061

59

2

LOWEST HIGHEST
1.619 2560.31
1.618 2588.64
1.618 2661.81
1.618 3000.28
1.619 3350.11

60



SAS
3

UNIVARIATE

VARIABLETESTWT3 UT FOR FU3 R'S li'TH BY AND FU1 TEST DATA

MOMENTS
QUANTILES(OEF4) EXTREMES

U 13205 SUM MOTS 13205 1007 MAX 3446.29 99% 1378.93 LOWEST HIGHESTMEAN 286.325 SUM 3780927 75% Q3 485.411 95% 612.444 1.738 2736.2STO 0EV 270.257 VARIANCE 73038.7 50% NED 170.708 90% 523.53 1.738 2774.64SKEWNESS 2.70627 KURTOSIS 15.6204 25% 01 117.405 10% 26.333 1.775 2922.38USS 2046979321 CSS 964403641 0% MIN 1.738 5% 15.846 1.775 2989.27CV 94.388 STO KEAN 2.35184 1% 5.518 1.775 3446.29T:MEANnO. 121.745 12209/7 0.0011 RANGE 3444.55SGN RANK 43596308 PROW' 0.001 03-01 366.005NUM .11, 0 13205 MODE 468.876

SAS

UNIVARIATE

4

VARIABLEmPANELMT4 WT FOR PARTICIPANTS IN ALL FOUR WAVES

MOMENTS
QUAU1ILES(DEF4) EXTREMES

N 11703 SUM UGTS 11708 100% MAX 3969.68 99% 1231.85 LOWEST HIGHESTMEAN 322.935 SUM 3780927 75% Q3 550.373 95% 677.056 1.803 2837.02STO 0EV 280.962 VARIANCE 78839.8 50% NED 198.685 90% 605.994 2.025 2842.7SKEWNESS 1.96794 KURTOSIS 10.4893 25% 01 130.206 10% 31.1153 2.025 2842.7USS 2145142994 CSS 924147787 0% MIN 1.803 5% 17.055 2.025 3109.21CV 87.0026 STO MEAN 2.59661 1% 5.85843 2.025 3969.68T:MEANs0 124,365 PRO8>ITI 0.0001 RANGE 3967.88SGN RANK 34272243 PROO> S 0.0001 03-01 420.167NUM -10 0 1008 MOLE 518.348

61
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Appendix B: Senior Weights and Nonresponse Adjustments



HMI SENIORS - FU3 NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS FOR EACH CELL

MART 15E9 1RACE

NON- NULL NULL
PARTICIPANT

rARTICIPANT MALE HISPANIC

TOTAL
TOTAL FU3PART

N OF
CASES SUM OF WTS ISUM OF WTS 'ADJUSTMENT

-
1SCHTVPE IBYTESTQ

.

REG PUB ANDINULL
ALTER 442 399244.4560 318853.6040 1.2521

-.

NON -HISP
BACK

HISP. PRIV.INULL

I .

CATH

REG PUB AND/UNIAVAILABLEI
ALTER

LOWEST
QUARTILE

531 54246.76901 37658.93301

531 6759.42601 5273.27101

1531 16667.49301 12524.29101

1.4328

1.2618

1.3308

SECO
QUARTILE I 651 9602.62001 8390.30601 1.1683

THIRD
QUARTILE I 561 5896.50601 5295.16701 1.1135

4 4
HIGHEST
QUARTILE 1

I

281 3411.24701 3290.10201 1.0398

iHISPANIC UNAVAILABLE 57i 2273.8230i 2030.0520 1.1200PUB
LOWEST
QUARTILE I 2111 7686.01001 6933.52701 1.1520

4

SECOND
QUARTILE 1 1061 3799.77401 3185.37701 1.1928

. 4.

THI
QUARTILE I 921 2389.96401 2222.57101 1.0752

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

I

531 1221.32001 1094.36401 1.1159
4 4

ALL PRIVATE BELOW
MEDIAN I 601 5265.95101 4748.97201 1.'1130

.
ABOVE
MEDIAN

I 881 3510.34601 2946.88201 1.1903
4 4

'RED PUB AND'UNAVAILABLE1 204 25139.70101 20101.04501 1.2506ALTER
LOWEST
QUARTILE I 6941 62025.66601 51493.87201 1.2045

(CONTINUED)

64



BYPART !SEX

PARTICIPANT MALE

(CONTINUED)

!RACE

NON-HISP
BLACK

1SCHTVPE 1BVTESTO

REG PUB AND SECOND
ALTER QUARTILE

HISPANIC
PUB

CATHOLIC

PRIV MOH-
CATHOLIC

NON-HISP REG PUB AND
WHITE. ALTER
OTHER

HISPANIC
PUB

CATHOLIC

THIRD
QUARTILE

QUARTILE
HIGHEST

NULL

NULL

NULL

TOTAL

N OF
CASES

TOTAL
1 FU3PART

SUM OF WTS SUM OF WTS 'ADJUSTMENT

225 23369.8750 19471.2850

1361 13345.03901 10418.00401

70 0044.34401 7118.32201

591 3365.00101 2947.38001

051 4624.30301 3740.3450i

251

1.2001

1.2809

1.2706

1.1416

1.2363

1348.99101 1076.3940 1.2532

UNAVAILABLE 2451117573.5734 98692.1001 1.1914

...* ...

. . . .

4311152104.32301131257.15201 1.1588
. . .

1 5101198161.48101174481.02601
. . .

1 5461215345.98901192563.89001
. 4. .

1 7841238520.92601219074.75301
. .

801 8063.39001 5364.13701
.

I621 5226.11301 4583.58301
a

I

LOWEST
QUARTILE

SECOND
QUARTILE

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHEST
QUARTILE

BELOW
MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

BELOW
MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

65

64 29594.0090 25000.6120

1291 39714.56301 34871.32801

1.1357

1.1183

1.0887

1.5033

1.1401

1.1837

I. 131'5



HISS SENIORS - FU3 NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS FOR EACH CELL

WART 1SEX

PARTICIPANT MALE

FEN :ALE

'RACE

NON-HISP
WHITE.
OTHER

HISPANIC

NON-HISP
BLACK

SCHTYPE 1BYTESTO

PRIV NON-
CATHOLIC

REG PUB AND UNAVAILABLE!
ALTER

QUARTILE I

LOWEST

RED PUB AND
ALTER

HISPANIC
PUB

BELOW
MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

UNAVAILABLE

QUARTILE
LOWEST

QUARTILE
SECOND

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHESV
QUARTILE

UNAVAILABLE

1

LOWEST
QUARTILE

QUARTILE
SECOND

THIRD
QUARTILE

HIGHESV
QUARTILE

ALL PRIVATE BELOW
MEDIAN

ABOVE
MEDIAN

+-

1

1

.

1

.

1

.

TOTAL
TOTAL FU3PART

N OF
CASES SUN OF WTS SUM OF WTS !ADJUSTMENT

(CONTINUED)

68

29 12616.9840 11224.4880 1.1241

831 23151.46601 22180.58101 1.0437
.

641 8289.76201 7247.16401 1.1439
. . .

1671 20890.60201 17413.51801 1.1996
. . .

911 9879.39101 8610.52201 1.1473
. . .

401 4537.07601 4093.30901 1.1084
. .

aol 3408.19611 3043.36801 1.1198
- -

731 2959.62701 2658.8360 1.1130
.

2971 11352.8001 10343.7150!
-. .

1241 5440.72501 5111.94801 1.0642
. . .

I901 2200.30101 2143.55201 1.0264
-*

.291 558.50701 481.64901 1.1595
. . .

771 5382.64501 4732.50601 1.1392
o

1141 2509.82501 1892.43301 1.3262
.

2061 22370.7900 18482.25501 1.2103
. .

1.0975

8141 84337.06501 74775.05701 1.1279



!WU .11..11a.".

BYPART

PARTICIPANT FEMALE

!SEX 'RACE 1SCHTYPE IBYTESTQ

NON-t :NI E: PUB AND SECOND
BLACK QUARTILE

NON-HISP
WHITE.
OTHER

HISPANIC
PUB

ALL

TOTAL
TOTAL FU3PART

N OF
CASES SUM OF MIS 'SUM OF WTS 1A0JUSTMENT

315 32671.5600 29825.5450 1.0954
. . .

QUARTILE
I

1351 13114.35501 11940.64001 1.0982
THIRD

HIGHE'T
QUARTILE

I

561 5657.7360I 5443.17701 1.2230

NULL
I 801 4242.6230! 3709.1320! 1.1437

125! 7495.7000! 6361.2450! 1.1702PRIVATE NULL I

REG PUB AND UNAVAILABLE' 1871 62711.27101 83877.96801 1.1053
ALTER

QUARTILE
I

455,168062.66901/52285.73101 1.1036
LOWEST

. -

QUARTILE I
5831227541.79101214747.94801 1.0586

SECOND

.

QUARTILE
I

6691245218.44301229681.00/01 1.0676
TH:SD

. . .

.
HIGHEST
QUARTILE

I

7131210480.33001202281.98201 1.0405

PUB MEDIAN
I

75 6234.99201 Z433.2340I 1.1475
HISPANIC BELOW

. .

MEDIAN
I

681 6641.54901 5437.36001 1.2214
ABOVE

. . .

CATHOLIC
MEDIAN

I
1041 34969.27001 32328.94501 1.0816

BELOW

. . .

MEDIAN
I

1841 53564.17301 52373.40501 1.0231
ABOVE

. . .

CATHOLNOIC
N

1

NULL
I

1171 41308.02201 37225.88301 1.1096
PRIV - '

67.



MS8 SENIORS - PANEL4. TEST NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS
FOR EACH CELL

SEX

MALE

FEMALE

'RACE

HISPANIC

17tcHTYPE

PUB. ALTER.
PRIV

HISPANIC PUB

CATHOLIC

NON-HISP BLACK REQ PUB AND
ALTER

HI ;PANIC PU8

141. PRIVATE

NON-HISP WHITE. PU4 ALTER.
OTHER

HISPANIC

NON-HISP BLACK

NON-HISP
OTHER

HISP

CATHOLIC

PRIV NON-
CCHOLIC

PUE. ALTER.
PRIV

H11..04UIC PUB

CATHOLIC

PUB. ALTER.
PRIV.

HISPANIC PU8

CATHOLIC
4-

WHITE.IREC PUB AND
AI TER

'HISPANIC PUB

'CATHOLIC

I

4

(CONTINUED)

TOTAL
TOTAL PNL4PART

N OF -

CASES SUM OF WTS 'SUM OF MIS 'ADJUSTMENT !SUM OF WTS 'ADJUSTMENT
4-

TESTPART

403 53675.1950
..0

5241 ;2266.54001

1301 6698.07401

12531152796.52101

591 3365.00101

1231 5973.2940$

28581 11157271756858.9420

2031 79884.3624 55101.73701

1221 46576.85001 29030.24801

4151 58688.45301 30734.07401

6151 24349.42601 19566.58501

1791 6299.30501 3913.54001

32771.9750

13949.8259'

5198.04401

93694.26301

2410.97301

4155.84601

15651182507:1920192423.17501

1.6380 28502.0/40 1.8195
4

1.59611 4435.84301 1.6572
-

1.2884 0000.31401 1.3952

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

1.

83071 88501.20301

3954 2267/.18701

43741 3918.38301

4740)727188.17701

44961 50087.76501

60431 20445.32901

477.e! 33736.35701

2444) 111080.66401

6C.1.61 4V35.9430$
- 4-

3781112203.*2001

811

111i

5161.35101 3374.37201

6876.0250i .4867.26701

1.52951 3084.01301

1.41281 5050.01501
4- -

27881 11073121837059.38301 1.32291798995.66401
...

146.1 15632.72501 10150.43001 1.53561 10710.38701
-

2951 95956.49601 78384.91601 1.20111 8177M.13301

68

1.7P65

1.4867

1.5253

1.3342

1.5948

1.6374

1.7400

1.S4=

1.4872

1.4889

1.6736

1.3616

1.3858

1.4553

1.1732



. .

FOR EACH CELL

SEX

FEMALE

BRACE ISCHTYPE

INOH-HISP
WHITE.IPRIV NON-

OTHER CATHOLIC

TOTAL

N OF
CASES

TOTAL

SUM OF WTS

PNL4PART

SUM OF WTS 'ADJUSTMENT

TESIPART
!

'SUM OF MIS 'ADJUSTMENT

1251 49954.74201 33722.27801 1.48121 31403.7180

69

1.5908

1



Senior Cohort

SAS 5

UNIVARIATE

VARIAPLE*RAMMT VT FOR FU2 SELECTION

MOMENTS . OUANTILES(DEFG4) EXTREMES

N 11995 SUM MOTS 11995 100% MAX 1080.8,1 99% 903.268 LOWEST HIGHEST
MEAN 253.415 SUM 3039713 75% 03 594.622 95% 630.075 1.094 1080.84
STD DEV 263.622 VARIANCE 69496.4 50% MED 109.279 90% 594.622 1.094 1080.84
SKEWNESS 1.01828 KURTOSIS -0.31%5701 25% 01 83.69 10% 27.087 1.094 1080.84
USS 1602849235 CSS 833540215 0% MIN 1.094 5% 16.09 1.094 1080.84
CV 104.028 STO MEAN 2.40703 1% 5.485 1.094 1080.84
T;MEAm=0 105.281 PROS>ITI 0.0001 RANGE 1079.75
SGN RANK 35973005 PROS> S 0.0001 03-01 510.932
NUM -.0 0 11995 MODE 594.622

SAS

UNIVARIATE

17:09 THURSDAY. JULY 23. 1987 6

VARIABLEnFU3WT VT FOR THIRD FOLLOWUP PARTICIPANTS

MOMENTS QUANTILES(DEF4) EXTREMES

N . 10583 SUM MOTS 10583 100% MAX 1548.76 89% 1131 LOWEST HIGHEST
MEAN 237.226 SUM 3039713 75% Q3 629.51 85% 708.455 1.142 1548.76
STO DEV 303.166 VARIANCE 91809.4 50% MED 124.692 90% 675.324 1.302 1548.76
SKEWNESS 1.21689 KURTOSiS 0.60229 25% 01 93.309 10% 31.6704 1.302 1548.76
USS 1846669759 CSS 972584942 0% MIN 1.142 5% 18.8758 1.371 1548.76
CV 105.549 STO MEAN 2.94697 1% 6.581 1.371 1548.76
T:MEAN.0 97.4649 PROS> T 0.0001 RANGE 6547.61
SGN RANK 28002618 PROS>

I

SG 0.0001 03-01 536.201
NUM -os 0 10583 MODE 1131

70
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SAS

UNIVARLATE

7

VARIABLEDTESTWT3 WI FOR FU3 RID WITH BY TEST DATA

MOMENTS QUANTILES1DEFu41 EXTREMES

N 9148 SUN Van 9149 100% MAX 1081.9 99% 955.724 LOWEST HIGHEST

MEAN 332.246 SUM 3039714 75% Q1 824.074 95% 912.333 1.669 1034.59

STD DEV 334.114 VARIANCE 111632 50% MED 163.055 90% 912.333 1.669 1081.9

SKEWNESS 0.935866 KURTOSIS -0.920926 25% 01 118.836 10% 36.94 1.791 1081.9

USS 203f142051 CSS 1021210673 0% M1N 1.639 5% 22.593 1.991 1081.9

CV 100.562 STD MEAN 3.49301 1% 7.379 1.991 1081.9

T:MEANgtO 95.1155 PROEPITI 0.0001 RANGE 1080.22

SGN RANK 20928338 PRO8>ISI 0.0001 123-01 705.238

NUM -ss 0 9149 MODE 824.074

SAS

UN1VARIATE

VAR1AOLEmPANELVT4 WT FOR PARTICIPANTS IN ALL U UR WAVES

MOMENTS QUANTILEUDEF4) EXTREMES

N 9389 SUN UOTS 9389 1C0% MAX 1045.54 99% 913.458 LOWEST HIGHEST

MEAN 323.753 SUM 3039712 75% Q3 786.601 95% 876.564 1.572 973.1149

STD DEV 323.22 VARIANCE 104471 50% MED 155.665 90% 876.564 1.572 973.949

SKEWNESS 0.695201 KURTOSIS -1.0199? 25% Qi 116.788 10% 39.463 1.755 973.949

USS 1964890499 CSS 980776001 0% MIN 1.572 5% 22.893 1.792 1040.99

CV 99.8356 STD MEAN 3.3357' 1% 7.987 1.782 1045.54

T:MEANO 97.0565 PRO81T1 0.0001 RANGE 1043.97

SON RANK 22040678 PROBE S 0.000! Q3 -Q1 669.812

NUN -on 0 9389 MODE 786.601

7 9
73



Appendix C: Design Effects and Sampling Errors
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High Sc..eol and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort - Total Population

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimtte SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Jab. Feb '86 TY3A 67.47 0.58 2.02 1.42 13393 0.40

Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TY3C 26.84 0.63 2.641 1.64 13383 0.38

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TY3I 9.r 0.36 2.05 1.43 13383 0.25

Currently married '2741 23.14 0.56 2.36 1.54 13342 0.37

tarrently Divorced 1Y41 1;85 0.17 2.00 1.42.13342 0.12

Currently Have One or More Children TY49 22.33, 0.58 2.55 1.60 13337 0.36

Expect to Have Three or More Children TY48 31.72 0.00 2.16 1.47 1288! 0.41

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY21I -221 21.36 1.1S 2.05 1.43 2612 0.80

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 27.98 1.42 2.60 1.61 2602 0.88

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 31.36 1.35 2.22 1.49 2602 0.91

Carolled in PSE. Oct '34 TY21C -22C 32.11 0.66 2.64 1.63 13225 0.41

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 u21g-22c 28.36 0.61 2.45 1.66 13225 0.39

In PSg 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns TY28E 5.52 0.41 2.07 1.44 6363 0.29

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY281 50.41a 0.84 1.73 1.33 63E8 0.63

Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 4.46 0.28 2.23 1.49 12573 0.18

If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical NBA 24.83 0.53 1.89 1.37 12435 0.39

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 93.81 0.30 2.10 1.45 13395 0.21

Did Not Receive Unemploymeu-'85 TY17085 86.41 0.82 2.16 1.47 3769 0.56

Currently Registered to Vote TY56 66.40 0.67 2.58 1.60 12803 0.42

Have Voted Since 1984 1'Y57 51.13 0.70 2.47 1.57 12784 0.44

Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 1.49 0.13 1.40 1.18 12689 0.11

Job Security Very Important TY16C 75.74 0.56 2.13 1.46 12532 0.38

Success in Job fiery Important TY684 79.88 0.51 2.03 1.43 12800 0.35

Naming the Right Person Very Important TY688 86.36 0.44 2.14 1.46 12774 0.30

Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 22.68 0.52 1.94 1.39 12806 0.37

fling a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 6.65 0.31 1.97 1.40 12793 0.22

Providing Better Opp for KidsVery Imp TY68G 69.65 0.65 2.54 1.59 12757 0.41

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 11.02 0.42 2.32 1.52 12744 0.28

Having Children Very Important TY68X 47.85 0.64 2.08 1.44 12789 0.44

Having Leisure Time Very Important TY68L 68.21 0.59 2.05 1.43 12811 0.41

Mean 2.19 1.48

Minimum 1.40 1.18

Maximum 2.68 1.64

Standard Deviation ,:.29 0.10

Median 2.14 1.46
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Diiign Effetts, Using Third Follow -tip Data

Sophomore Cohort - Hispanic

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TY3A 71.28 1.79 3.36 1.83 2141 0.98

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 14.04 1.12 2.23 1.49 2141 0.75

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TY3I 11.06 1.43 4.42 2.10 2141 0.68

Currently Married TY41 22.51 1.56 2.98 1.73 2129 0.91

.Currently Divorced TY41 0 1.60 0.35 1.69 1.30 2129 0.27

Currdntly Have One or More Children TY49 . 28.88 1.92 3.84 1.96. 2132 0.98

Expect to Have Three or More Children TY48 32.19' 1.74 2.82 1.68 2033 1.04

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree . TY211 -221 20.76 3.69 2.73 1.65 330 2.23

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 44.06 6.37 5.40 2.32 328 2.74

In PSE 84-8$: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 11.66 2.63 2.20 1.48 328 1.77

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TYk1C-22C 19.26 1.42 2.74 1.66 2116 0.86

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TY21C -22C 17.34 1.30 2.51 1.58 2116 0.82

In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns TY28E 5.02 1.16 2.50 1.58 893 0.73

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 46.26 3.10 3.45 1.86 894 1.67

Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 3.47 0.81 3.80 1.25 1948 0.41

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 25.92 1.67 2.83 1.68 1947 0.99

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 92.71 0.92 2.66 1.63 2140 0.56

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY1708.! 85.73 2.32 2.79 1.67 632 1.39

Currently Registered to Vote TY56 61.34 2.15 3.88 1.97 1994 1.09

Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 44.54 2.17 3.80 1.95 1990 1.11

Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 0.74 0.27 1.89 1.38 1976 0.19

Job Security Very Important TY16C 76.17 1.80 3.48 1.87 1950 0.95

success in Job Very Important TY684 82.54 1.42 2.80 1.67 1996 0.85

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 86.50 1.49 3.79 1.95 1995 0.77

Hiving Lo!.$ of Money Very Important TY68C 28.07 1.77 3.11 1.76 2001 1.00

Being a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 9.28 1.15 3.12 1.77 2000 0.65

Providing Better Opp for Kids Vtry Imp TY:8G 84.78 1.33 2.71 1.65 1992 0.80

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 13.01 1.31 3.00 1.73 1986 0.75

Having Children Very Important TY68K 45.67 2.08 3.49 1.87 1995 1.12

Having Leisure Time Very Important TV68L 62.77 2.00 3.41 1.85 2003 1.08

Mean 3.11 1.75

Minimum 1.69 1.30.

Maximum 5.40 2.32

Standard Deviation 0.76 0.21

Median 2.99 1.73

.11101110"

67

76



High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects. Using Third Follow-Up Oata

Sophomore Cohost - Black

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TY3A 63.05 1.53 1.97 1.40 1954 1.09

Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TY3C 16.86 1.10 1.70 1.30 1954 0.85

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TY3I 15.19 1.19 2.13 1.46 1954 0.81

Currently Married TY41 13.98 1.17 2.19 1.48 1938 0.79

Currently Divorced TY41 0.92 0.31 2.07. 1.44 1938 0.22

Currently Have One or More Children TY49 38.22 1.67 2.28 1.51 1933 1.11

'Expect to Have Three or More Children TY48 29.10 1.50 2.05 1.43 1873 1.05

In PSE 84t86; Earned No Degree TY211 -221 17.71 3.01 2.02 1.42 326 2.11

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 53.58 4.63 2.79 1.67 324 2.77

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 15.0: 2.76 1.85 1.36 324 2.03

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TY21C -22C 24.60 1.42 2.07 1.44 1911 0.99

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TY21C-22C 18.02 1.20 1.85 1.36 1911 0.88

In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat W/Career Couns TY28E 9.74 1.55 2.43 1.56 846 1.00

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I Au.55 2.46 2.15 1.47 882 1.68

Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 5.01 O. 2.92 1.71 1812 0.51

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 27.35 1.69 2.49 1.58 1738 1.07

Had Any Job Between 8446 TY7 89.50 1.04 2.24 1.50 1947 0.69

Oid Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY17085 90.83 1.56 2.23 1.49 760 1.05

Currently Registered to Vote TY56 74.82 1.62 2.59 1.61 1860 1.01

Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 54.53 1.84 2.52 1.59 1854 1.16

Active Participant in Se-vice Org TY59K 1.65 0.33 1.24 1.11 1837 0.30

Job Security Very Important TY16C 79.41 1.39 2.14 1.46 1820 0.95
Success in Job Very . mportant TY68A 87.19 1.21 2.44 1.56 1855 0.78

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 84.44 1.25 2.20 1.48 1849 0.84

having Lots of None' t.. 1 Important TY68C 33.03 1.54 2.00 1.41 1855 1.09

Being a Community Lear Very Important TY68F 10.93 1.17 2.61 1.52 1852 0.73
Providing Better Oop for Kids Very Imp TY688 87.04 1.27 2.64 1.62 1852 0.78
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 23.26 1.48 2.25 1.50 1845 0.98
Having Children Very Important TY18K 37.20 1.40 1.56 1.25 1854 1.12
Having Leisure Time Very Important TY68L 63.06 1.62 2.09 1.45 1855 1.12

Mean 2.19 1.47

Minimum 1.24 1.11

Maximum 2.92 1.71

Standard Deviation 0.36 0.13
Median 2.17 1.48
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects. iXing Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort - Whites and Others

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TY3A 67.83 0.68 1.95 1.40 9288 0.48
Taking Academic Courses, Feb '06 TY3C 29.81 0.73 2.38 1.54 9288 0.47
Looking For Work, Feb '86 TY3I 8.48 0.39 1.83 1.35 9288 0.29
Currently Married TY41 24.73 0.66 2.14 1.46 9275 0.45
Currently Divorced T1'41 2.03 0.20 2.89 1.37 9275 0.15

4'et prently-HaveG114,or gore Children 1149 19.03 0159 2.07 1.44 9272 0.41
Expect to Have Three or More Children Tr$ 32.11 0.70 2.01 1.42 8975 0.49
In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY211 -221 21.83 1.27 1.84 1.36 1956 0.93
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree run -22H 24.10 1.40 2.09 1.45 1950 0.97
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 34.26 1.51 1.97 1.41 1950 1.07
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TY21C-22C 34.62 0.76 2.36 1.54 9198 0.50
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 Mit -22C 31.16 0.72 2.20 1.48 9198 0.48
In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat W/Career Couns TY28E 5.01 0.43 1.81 1.35 4584 0.32
In PSE 84-66: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 51.18 0.93 1.57 1.25 4592 0.74
Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 4.46 0.30 1.87 1.37 8813 0.22
If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 24.33 0.58 1.59 1.26 8750 0.46
Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 94.64 0.32 1.87 1.37 9308 0.23
Did Not Receive Unemployment-'85 TY17085 85.38 1.02 '1.98 1.41 2377 0.72
Currently Registered to Vote TY56 65.48 0.75 2.21 1.49 8949 0.50
Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 51.19 0.76 2.06 1.44 8940
Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 1.53 0.15 1.32 1.15 8876 0.13
Job Security Very Important TY16C 75.09 0.64 1.92 1.39 8762 0.46
Success in Job Very Important TY68A 78.42 0.58 1.80 1.34 8949 0.43
Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 86.66 0.49 1.88 1.37 8930 0.4u
Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 20.45 0.55 1.68 1.30 8950 0.43
Being a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 5.69 0.31 1.62 1.27 8941 0.24
Providing Better Opp for Kids-Very Imp TY688 65.33 0.72 2.06 1.43 8913 0.50
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 8.80 0.41 1.87 1.37 8913 0.30
Having Children Very Important TY68K 49.82 0.74 1.94 1,39 8940 0.53
Having Leisure Time Very Important TY68L 69.58 0.E4 1.84 1.36 8953 0.49

Mean
1.92 1.36'

Minimum
1.32 1.15

Maximum
2.38 1.F4

Standard Deviation 0.23 0.08
Median

1.91 1.38
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects. Using Third Follow-Up Oata

Sophomore Cohort Female

Survey It (or Composite Variable). Estimate SE DEFF DEFT M SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TY3A 64.65 0.85 2.16 1.47 6917 0.57

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 27.13 0.77 2.05 1.43 6917 0.53
Looking For Mork, Feb '86 TY3I 9.49 0.51 2.09 1.45 6917 0.35
Currently Married TY41 29.70 0.86 2.42 1.55 6899 0.55
Currently Divorced TY41 2.48 0.25 1.73 1.31 6899 0.19

Currentl:, Have One or More Children' TY49 29.31 0.32 2.26 1.50 6906 0.55
Expect to Have Three or More Children TY48 32.72 0.81 '2:00 1.41 '1723 0.57

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY21I -221 19.95 1.54 2.25 1.50 1508 1.03

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TV21H-22H 28.65 1.81 2.41 1.55 1504 1.17

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY2/1-22H 30.90 1.62 1.84 1.36 1504 1.19

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TY21C-22C 33.80 0.84 2.15 1.47 6833 0.57

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '05 rale -22C 28.90 0.79 2.05 1.43 6833 0.55
In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat W/Career Couns TY28E 5.12 0.52 1.89 1.38 3404 0.38
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY281 49.64 1.15 1.81 1.35 3411 0.86
Applied, for Grad/Professional School TY39 4.18 0.37 2.21 1.49 6538 0.25
If Employed 84 -86. 1st Job Clerical TY8A 39.76 0.89 2.06 1.44 6259 0.62
litO,Aoy Job Between 84-86 TY7 90.91 0.52 2.24 1.50 6922 0.35
Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY17085 91.32 0.84 1.86 1.36 2117 0.61
Currently Registered to Vote TY56 65.57 0.87 2.24 1.50 6669 0.58
Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 51.42 0.93 2.32 1.52 6659 0.61
Active Participant in Service Dry TY59K 1.16 0.17 1.51 1.23 6600 0.14
Job Security Very Important TY16C 76.15 0.80 2.27 1.51 6496 0.53
Success in Job Very Important TY68A 76.52 0./3 1.99 1.41 6666 0.52
Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY68B 86.65 0.61' 2.13 1.46 6658 0.42
Having Lots of Money fiery *Iortant TY68C 17.38 0.64 1.92 1.38 6676 0.46
Being a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 4.47 8.36 1.98 1.41 6665 0.25
Providing Better Opp for Kids-Very Imp TY686 69.32 0.82 2.10 1.45 6653 0.57
Correcting Soci,1 Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 11.04 0.54 2.00 1.41 6638 0.38
Having Children Very Important TY68K 54.59 0.83 1.85 1.36 6663 0.61
Having Leisure Time Very Important TY68L 67.20 0.78 1.82 1.35 6674 0.57

Mean 2.06 1.43
Minimum 1.51 1.23
Maximum 2.42 1.55
Standard Deviation 0.21 0.07
Median 2.06 1.44
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, UsingThird Follow-U.,: Data

Sophomore Cohort - Male

.survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working it Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 VY3A 70.32 0.74 1.69 1.30 6466 0.57

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 26.54 0.85 2.38 1.54 6466 0.55

Looking fur Work, Feb '86 TY3I 9.67 0.53 2.08 1.44 6466 0.37

Currently Married TY41 16.45 0.68 2.15 1.47 6443 0.46

Currently Divorced . TY41 '. ' 21 0.22 2.59 1.61 6443 0.14

Currentli TIve ! 1. or More ths:4(en TY49 15.19 0.69 2.38 1.541 6431 0.45

Expect to Have Three cr More Children TY48 30.68 0.85 2.10 1.45 6158 0.59

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree Ty111-22I 23.17 1.69 1.77 1.33 1104 1.27

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 27.13 1.97 2.15 1.47 1098 1.34

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-2214. 31.96 1.98 1.97 1.40 1098 1.41

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TY21C-22C 30.39 0.87 2.28 1.61 6332 0.38

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 1V21C-22C 27.81 0.82 2.16 1.47 6392 0.1;6

In PSE 44-86: V. Oissat W/Career Couns TY28E 5.97 0.65 2.22 1.49 2959 0.4,4

In PSE d4-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 51.27 1.28 1.95 1.40 2957 0.92

Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 4.75 0.41 2.19 1.48 6035 0.27

If Employed $4-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 10.54 0.54 1.89 1.37 6176 0.39

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 96.75 0.29 1.73 1.32 6473 0.22

Did Not Receive Unemployment-15 TY17085 80.47 1.50 2.35 1.53 1652 0.98

Currently Registered to V..te TY56 67.26 0.87 Z.10 1.45 5134 0.60

Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 50.82 0.93 2.11 1.45 6125 0.64

Active Participant in Service Org TY59k 1.72 0.20 1.37 1.17 6089 0.17

Job Security Very Important TY16C 75.32 0.77 1.94 1.39 6036 0.55

Success in Job Very Important TY68A 83.38 0.67 2.01 1.42 6134 0.48

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 66.06 0.65 2.17 1.47 6116 0.44

Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 28.19 0.81 2.00 1.41 6130 0.57

Being a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 8.91 0.49 1.81 1.34 6128 0.36

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TY68G 69.99 0.88 2.25 1.50 6104 0.59

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 10.99 0.58 2.11 1.45 6106 0.40

Having Children Very Important TY68K 40.82 0.94 2.22 1.49 6126 0.63

Having Leisure Time Very Important TY681. 69.25 0.83 1.99 1.41 6137 0.59

Mean 2.07 1.44

Minimum 1.37 1.17

Maximum 2.59 1.61

Standard Devirtion 0.24 0.09

Median 2.11 1.45
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects. Using Third Follow-Up Oata

Sophomore Cohort - Lowest Quartile 5E5

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE nEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TY3A 66.4 1.14 2.01 1.44 3555 0.79
Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 9.78 0.63 1.57 1.25 3555 0.50
Looking For Work. i-eb '86 TY3I 14.00 0.75 1.61 1.29 3555 0.58
Currently Married TY41 31.39 1.18 2.28 1.5i 3536 0.78
Currently Divomed TY41 1.88 0.27 1.43 1.19 3534 0.23
Currently Have One or More Children TY49 33.60 1.07 1.81 1.:5 3541 0.79
Expect to Have Three or More Children TY48 27.34 1.03 1.83 -4.35 3422 0.76'
In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY21I -221 11.91 1.99 1.55 1.25 413 1.59
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22K 59.56 :,1? n4 I.k3 401' 2.43
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 9.18 1.65 1.33 1.15 407 1.43
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TY21C-22C 13.70 0.74 1.61 1.27 3508 0 58
Enrolled in PSE, Ott '85 TY21C-22C 12.59 0.75 1.82 1.35 3508 0 56
In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat 8/Career Couns TY28E 5.22 0.91 1.76 1.33 1064 0.48
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 48.62 2.16 1.98 1.41 1060 1.54
Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 2.96 0.43 2.16 1.47 3298 0.30
If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TYBA 23.47 1.04 1.92 1.39 3178 0.75
Had Any Job Between 64-86 TY7 90.95 0.62 1.68 1.30 3556 0.48
Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY17085 83.42 1.46 1.92 1.38 1246 1.05
Currently Registered to Vote TY56 58.44 1.27 2.27 1.51 3391 0.85
Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 41.10 1.29 2.31 1.52 3389 0.85
Activt Participant in Service Org TY59K 0.59 0.15 1.22 1.10 3355 0.13
Job Security Very Important TY16C 79.32 0.93 1.74 1.3C 3293 0.71
Success in Job Very Important TY68A 78.29 0.96 1.84 1.36 3382 0.71
Marrying the Right Person ,trey Important TY688 88.16 0.74 1.79 1.34 3379 0.56
Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 23.23 1.01 1.94 1.39 3387 0.73
Being a Ccamunity leaderVery Important T768F 5.75 0.56 1.92 1.39 3381 0.40
Providing Better Opp for.Kids Very Imp TY68G 82.17 0.94 2.04 1.43 3379 0.66
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 10.90 0.70 1.67 1.29 3367 0.54
Having Children Very Important TY68K 45.14 1.17 1.87 1.37 3383 0.86
Having'Leisure Time Very Important TY68L 63.10 1.12 1.83 1.35 3387 0.83

Mean
1.83 1.35

Miniium 1.22 1.10
Maximum 2.31 1.52
Standard Deviation 0.26 0.10
Median

1.83 1.35
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it,di School and Beyond Third Follow-bp Estimated Percentages.

standard Errors and. Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort - TwO Middle Quartiles SES

WSJ MEN ,IIIII11

Survey item or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF 6EFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TY3A 70.76 0.79 1.99 1.41 6588 0.56
Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TY3C 22.54 0.67 1.68 1.30 6588 0.51
Looking For Work, Feb '86 TY3I 8.88 0.52 2.22 1.49 65t8 0.35
Currently Married 1Y41 23.92 0.79 2.24 1.50 6571 0.53
Currently Divorced TY41 2.12 0.26 ;.10 1.4' 6574 0.18
Currently Hove One or More Children ITO . 23.17 0.80 i.38 1.54 6568 0.52
Expect to.Itave Three or More Children ?Y48 30.29 0.86 2.24 1.50 6339 0.58
In PSE 8446: Earned No Degree TY211 -221 19.33 1.60 1.95 1.39 1179 1.15
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 31.04 1.94 2.07 1.44 1175 1.35
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 24.57 1.66 1.75 1.32 1175 1.26
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TY21C-22C 28.23 0.75 1.81 1,35 6508 0.56
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 T/21C -22C 24.65 0.70 1.73 1.32 6508 0.53
in PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Count TY28E 5.93 0.64 2.18 1.48 2964 0.43
In PSE 84 -86: Seel at With Curriculum TY28I 50.44 1.27 1.93 1.39 2968 0.92
Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 3.65 0.37 2.41 1.55 6179 0.24
If Employed 84-8F, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 24.87 0.73 1.78 1.34 6176 0.55
Had Any Job Betwitn 84-86 TY7 94.23 0.43 2.28 1.51 6599 0.29
Did Not Receive Unemployment-'85 TY17085 85.29 1.24 2.21 1.49 1820 0.83
Currently Registered to Vote TY56 65.47 0.92 2.1; 1.53 6295 0.66
Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 50.07 0.95 2.24 1.50 6281 0.63
Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 1.46 0.18 1.43 1.20 6245 0.15
.13 Security Very Important TY16C 77.66 0.77 2.11 1.45 6178 0.53
Success in Jub Very Important 1/684 79.44 0.75 2.16 1.47 5303 0.51
Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 86.03 0.67 2.35 1.53 6289 0.44
Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 22.57 0.70 1.74 1.32 6303 0.53
Being a Community Leader Very Important TY58F 6.47 0.47 2.31 1.52 6300 0.31
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TY688 70.29 0.79 1.88 1.37 6280 0.58
Correcting Social Isequalities Very Imp TY68J 10.55 0.58 2.24 1,50 6270 0.39
Having Children Very Important TY68K 17.78 0.89 2.00 1.42 6294 0.63
Having leisure Time Very Important TY68L 68.16 0.85 2.l0 1.45 6308 0.59

Mean 2.06 1.43
Minimum 1.43 20
Maximum 2.41 1.55
Standard Deviation 0.25 0.09
Median 2.11 1.45

8'



High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Pekentages,

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort - Highest Quartile SEE

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE -SRS

IMO.I.*,
Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TY3A 61.00 1.30 2.29 1.51 3240 0.86

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '66 TY3C 53.65 1.29 2.17 1.47 3240 O.

Looking For Mork, Feb '86 TY3I 6.73 0.63 2.03 1.42 3240 0.44
Currently Married' TY41 13.11 0.90 2.30 1.52 3232 0.59
Currently Divorced TY41 1.21 0.27 1.90 1.38 3232 0.19
Cui-rently Have ont. or Aore Chiltre. TY49 9.12 0.70 1.89 1.38 3228 0.51
Expect to, Have Three or More Children TY4A 39.37 1.12 1.64 1.28 3120 0.87
In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree Tt211-22I 27.07 2.01 2.08 1.44 1020 1.39
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21N -22H 13.48 1.53 2.05 1.43 1020 1.07
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 47.08 2.23 2.04 1.43 1020 1.56
Enrolledrin PSE. Oct '84

.

TY21C-22C 59.20 1.37 2.48 1.57 3209 0.87
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 TY21C -22C 52.44 1.34 2.30 1.52 3209 0.88
In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat M/Career Cours TY28E . 5.11 0.67 2.16 1.47 2335 0.46
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 51.01 1.33 1.66 1,29 2340 1,03
Applied for gtrad/Preessional School TY39 7.72 0.64 1.79 1.34 3096 0.48
If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 26.0, 1.07 1.83 1.35 3081 0.79
Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 95.70 0.43 1.48 1.22 3240 0.36
aid Not Receive Unemployment -'8S TY17085 94.61 1.03 1.46 1.21 703 0.85
Currently Registered to Vote TY55 76.47 1.06 1.94 1.39 3116 0.76
Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 63.56 1.23 2.02 1.42 3114 0.86
Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 2.44 0.32 1.36 1.17 3089 0.28
Job Security Very Important TY16C 67.92 1.23 2.13 1.46 3061 0.84
Success in Lob Very Important TY68A 82.46 0.95 1.95 1.40 3115 0.68
Harrying,the Right Person Verr Important 1Y688 85.29 0.87 1.85 1.36 3106 0.64
Hiving Lots of -Money Very Important TY68C 22.37 0.99 1.74 1.32 3:16 0.75
Being a Community Lender Very Important TY68F 7.95 0.56 1.31 1.14 3112 0.48
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TY688 55.74 1.25 1.97 1.40 3098 0.89
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 12.17 0.80 1.85 1.36 3107 1.59
Having Children Very Important TY68K 50.68 1.25 1.94 1.39 3112 0.90
Having Leisure Time Very Impo..tant TY68L 73.39 1.08 1.86 1.36 3116 0.79

Mean ..2 1.38
Minimum 1.31 1.14
Maximum 2.48 1.57
Standard Deviation 0.28 0.10
Median 1.94 1.39

83

74



High School and fleyend Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages,

Standard Errors and Design affects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort - Received No Post-Secondary Education

Survey Ita (Or Composite Varieble)

M11111M71101114

Estimate St DEFF DEFT N

....
SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TYa4 71.41 0.90 1.91 1.38 4793 0.65

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 0.36 0.10 1.39 1.18 4793 0.09

Looking For Work, Feb '86 'TY3I 11.00 0.66 1.96 1.40 4793 0.47

Currently Married TY41 34.76 0.97 1.99 1.41 4792 0.69

Currently Divorced TY41 2.52 0.27 1.42 1.19 47P p.23

Currently Have Oni or More Children T1.4 35.b5 'i.u3 2.21 1.49 4793 0.69

Expect to Have Three or Wore Children TY46 26.49 0.91 1.95 1.40 4614 0.65

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY211-22I n/a n/a n/a n/4 n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H nla n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Enrolled in PS!. Oct '84 TY21C-22C n/a n/a n/a n/a n/7.. n/a

Enrolled ih PSE, Oct '85 TY21C-22C n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat W/Caretr Couns TY28E n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-36: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Applied 'or Grad/Professional School TY39 1.94 0.35 2.82 1.68 4444 0.21

If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TY8A 18.82 0.77 1.69 1.30 4323 0.59

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 91.31 0.59 2.09 1.45 4811 0.41

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY17085 81.82 1.44 2.05 1.43 1472 1.01

Currently Registered to Vote TY56 55.69 1.10 2.23 1.49 4557 0.74

Have Voted Since 1984 TY57 38.32 1.05 2.13 1.46 4551 0.72

Active Participant in Service Org TY59x 0.64 0.13 1.25 1.12 4512 0.12

Job Security Very important TY16C 78.94 0.84 1.87 1.37 4423 0.61

Success in Job Very Important TY684 75.49 0.91 2.02 1.42 4543 0.64
Harrying the Right.Person Very Important TY688 87.00 0.72 2.05 1.43 4533 0.50

Having Lots of Honey Very Important TY68C 23.90 0.86 1.83 1.35 4548 0.63

Being a Community Leader Very Important TY68F 5.59 0.50 2.13 1.46 4542 0.34

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TY686 78.23 0.96 2.43 1.56 4532 0.61

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TY68J 9.07 0.64 2.26 1.50 4516 0.43

Having Children very Important TY68X 46.24 0.99 1.79 1.34 4540 0.74

Having Leisure Time Very Important TYCL 63.1' 1.03 2.05 1.43 4552 0.72

Mean 1.98 1.40

Ginimum 1.25 1.12

Maximum 2.82 1.68

Standard Deviation ".34 0.12

Median 2.02 1.42
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4

High School and Beyond'Third Follow-Up Estiatted Percentages.

Standen; Errors and Design Effects. Usini Third Follow-Up Oata

Sophomore Cohort - Received Some Post:Jecondery Educatial

Survey Item (or Composite Variable)

11.=11111,01i
Estimate SE DEFF DEFT X SE -SRS

....

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TY3A 67.22 0.76 2.03 1.43 7675 0.54
Taking Academic Courses. Feb 415 TY3C 39.97 0.81 2.11 1.45 7675 0.56
Looking For Work. Feb '86 TY3I 7.95 0.44 2.05 1.43 7675 0.31
Currently Married TY41 16.56 0.59 1.92 1.39 7635 0.43
Currently Divorced VY41 1.55 0.23 2.53 1.53 7'15 0.14
Currently Have One or More Children TY49 14.58 MO 2.18 1.48 2631 0.40
Expect to Have Three or More thildren TY48 34.36 0.80 2.09 1.45 7378 0.55
In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY211 -221 30.87 1.64 2.20 1.48 1753 1.10
In PSE 84-86: Received VotationAl Degree TY21H-22H, 40.86 1.81 2.36 1.53 1743 1.18
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H n/a c/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TY21C -22C 49.66 0.83 2.08 1.44 7499 0.58
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TY21C -22C 43.99 0.82 2.05 1.43 7(99 0.57
In PSE 8446: V. Dissat w/Carmer Couns TY28E 5.67 0.46 2.12 1.46 5483 0.31
In PSE 8446: Some Sat With Curriculum TY28I 51.20 0.93 1.91 1.36 5484 0.67
Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 . 4.42 0.36 2.21 1.49 7225 0.24
If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TY8A 28.97 0.78 2.16 1.47 7232 0.53
Had Any Jcb Between 84-86 TY7 95.26 0.35 2.05 1.43 7667 0.24
Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TY17085 89.14 0.99 2.16 1.47 2125 0.68
Currently Registered to Vote TY56 72.48 0.77 2.20 1.48 7345 0.52
Have Voted Since 1994 TY57 58.37 0.81 1.99 1.41 7331 0.58
Active Participant in Service Org TY59X 1.90 0.19 1.46 1.21 7285 0.16
Job Security Very Important TY16C 74.77 0.76 2.23 1.49 7215 0.51
Success in Job Vary Important TY68A 82.43 0.63 2.01 1.42 7354 0.44
Marrying the Right Persen Very Important TY688 05.78 0.61 2.22 1.49 7339 0.41
Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 22.12 0.68 2.00 1..41 7355 0.48
Being a Community Leader Very Important TY66F 6.68 O....9 1.77 1.33 7349 0.29
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TY688 65.62 u.82 2.16 1.47 7325 0.55
Correcting Social Inequalities Very tap TY68J 11.73 0.55 2.13 1.46 7327 0.38
Having Children Very Important TY38K 48.46 0.86 2.18 1.48 7346 0.58
Having Leisure Tine Very Important TYLBL 71.39 0.76 2.06 1.44 7357 0.53

Mean
2.0S. 1.44

Minimum
1.46 1.21

Maximum
2.53 1.59

Standard Deviation 0.19 0.07
Median

2.11 1,45

...M, .16..=e
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High School and Beyond Third Follw-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors end Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Sophomore Cohort -.Received a Four-Year Degree

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Ftill or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TY3A 44.15 2.32 2.00 1.41 '915 1.64

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TY3C 84.13 1.66 1.89 1.37 915 1.21

Looking-For Wort, Feb '86 TY31 8.62 1.36 2.14 1.46 915 0.93

Currently Married - TY41 4.53 0.91 1.74 1.32 915 0.69

Currently Divorced- 7Y41 0.02 0.02 0.16 0.39 915 0.04

Currently Haiti One or More Chiidlen TY49 : 1.C7 0.55 1.79 1.34 913 0.41

Expect to Pave Three or More Children TY48 '42.63 2.12 1.64 1.28 889 1.66

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TY211 -221 1.34 0.41 1.08 1.04 859 0.39

In PSE 94-86: Received Vocational Degree TY21H-22H 1.02 0.45 172 1.31 859 0.34

In PSE 84 -85: Received 4 Year Degree TY21H-22H 97.05 0.69 1.4", 1.20 859 0.58

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TY21C-22C 93.37 1.02 1.54 1.24 911 0.82

Enrolled in PSE, Cet '05 TY21C-22C 61.33 1.8:, 1.99 1.41 911 1.29

-In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat /Career Coons TY28E 4.59 0.80 1.29 1.14 880 0.71

In PSE 84-86: Scne Sat With Curriculum TY28I 45.48 2.32 1.91 1.38 884 1.67

Applied for Grad/Professional School TY39 20.09 1.77 1.77 1.33 904 1.33

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TY8A 26.34 1.83 1.60 1.27 880 1.48

Hid Any Job Between 84-86 TY7 97.42 0.5 ;.28 1.13 917 0.52

Did Not Receive Uaemoloyment-'be TY17085 99.65 0.35 0.64 0.78 172 0.45

Currently Registered to Vote TY56 82.24 1.68 1.74 1.32 901 1.27

Have Voted Since 1!"34 TY57 70.36 2.04 1.91 1.34 902 1.52

Active Participant in Service Org TY59K 3.31 0.72 1.45 1.20 892 0.60

Job Security Very Important TYWIC 64.06 2.10 1.71 1.31 894 1.50

Success in Job Very Important TY68A 85.91 1.64 2.01 1.42 03 1.16

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TY688 87.23 1.48 1.76 1.33 W2 1.11

Having Lots of Money Very Important TY68C 19.41 1.77 1.81 1.35 903 1.32

Being a Cr unity Leader Very Important TY68F 13.04 1.43 1.62 1.27 902 1.12

Providing getter Opp for lids Very fop TY68G 49.98 2.21 1.76 1.33 900 1.67

Correcting Social Irequffities Very Imp TY68J 17.13 1.74 1.92 1.39 901 1.26

Having Children Wry Important TY68X 52.66 2.31 1.94 1.39 903 1.66

Having Leisure Tite Very Important TY681. 73.15 1.96 1.77 1.33 902 1.48

Kean 1.63 1.26

Minimum 0.16 0.39

Maxiielm 2.14 1.46

Standard Deviation 0.42 0.21

'Median 1.75 1.33

.0014.006%19/0
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages,

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort Total Population

Survey It (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE OEFF DEFT . H SE -SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TE3A 77.50 0.57 2.98 1.41 10492 0.41
Taking Academic Courses, Fab '86 TE3t 11.32 0.48 2.17 1.54 10492 0.31
Looking For Work, Feb '86 TE3I 8.02 0.39 2.13 1.46 10492 0.27
Currently Married TE41 36.33 0.74 2.48 1.57 10473 0.47
CurrontlyDivorced TE41 2.78 0.25 2.46 1.57 10473 0.16

-Currently Have One or More Children 1E49 26.76 0.73 2.86 1.69 10445 0.43
Expect to Have Three or afore Children TE48 32.70%1..9.72 2.40 1.55 10150 0.47
In PSE 84-86: Flrned No Degree 1E211 -221 7.61 0.80 2.13 1.46 2360 0.55
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 18.44 1.20 2.23 i.49 2347 0.80
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-221 67.13 1.44 2.20 1.48 2347 0.97
Enrolled in PSE, Oca '84 TE21C-22C 22.92 0.63 2.31 1.52 10370 0.41
Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TE21C-22C 17.01 0.58 2.45 1.57 10370 0.37
In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns TE285 6.55 0.57 2.20 1.48 4184 0.38
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum '1E281 51.27 1.20 2.03 1.42 4184 0.77
Apolied for Grad/Professional School' 1E39 6.2: 0.7" 2.50 1.58 9917 0.24
If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TEBA 23.07 0.6.1 2.22 1.49 9795 0.43
Ned Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 94.75 0.32 2.15 1.4) 10509 0.22
Did Not Receive Unemployment-'85 TE17085 82.71 1.08 2.35 1.53 2860 0.71
Currently Registered to Vote TE56 72.34 0.74 2 77 1.6G 10110 0.44
Have Voted Since 1984 1557 60.66 0.77 2.50 1.58 10693 0.49
Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 2.02 0.20 1.93 1.39 10029 0.14
Job Security Very Important TE16C 72.85 0.-2 2.56 1.60 9887 0.45
Success in Job Very Important TE68A 75.76 0.58 1.87 1.37 10123 0.43
Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE688 57.06 0.50 2.23 1.49 10102 0.33
Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 211-95 0.61 2.26 1.50 10111 0.40
Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 5.35 0.31 1.93 1.39 10107 O.0
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very imp 1E686 65.69 0.73 2.35 1.53 10065 0447
Correcting Soc'.1 Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 9.73 0.44 2.20 1.48 10089 0.29
Having Children Very Important TE68K 48.58 0.77 2.40 1.55 10101 0.50
Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 58.86 0.66 2.07 1.44 10123 0.46

Mean 2.28 1.51
Minimum 1.87 1.37
Maximum 2.36 1.69
Standard Deviation 0.23 0.08
Median 2.25 1.50

11=11INIMMIIM aMr. -sMIN71

87
78



High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Oercentages,

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up ghts

Senior Cohort - Hispanic

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job. Feb '86 TE3A 76.53 1.98 4.24 2.06 1941 0.96

Taking Acadeiic Courses, Feb '86 TE3C 13.48 1.34 3.05 1.75 1941 0.7R

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TE3I 8.74 1.43 4.97 2.23 1941 0.64

Currently Married 7E41 . 38.05 2.31 _4.37 2.09 1934 1.10

Currently Divorced /141 3.98 0.90 4.14 2.04 1934 0.44

Currently Nave One or More Children 1E49 35.89 2.40 4,82 2.19 1932 1.09

Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 32.48 2.38 4.80 2.19 1853 1.09

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree 7E211-221 9.80 1.98c7-54, 4..24 346 I40
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 40.85 6.26 5.53 2.35 341 2.66

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 41.63 5.25 3.86 1.97 341 2.67

Enrolled in 73E. Oct '84 Tun -22C 20.44 1.65 3.21 1.7g 1916 0.92

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 TE22e-22C 16.77 1.45 2.87 1.69 1916 0.85

:1.1 P5E 84-86: V. Dissat W/Carepr teens TE28E 8.71 2.51 5.75 2.40 726 1.05

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum 7E281 50.70 3.70 .3.97 1.99 724 1.86

Applied for Grad/Professional School TE39 3.41 0.79 3.32 1,82 1768 0.43

IfEmployed 84-84, 1st Job Clerical TE8A 26.95. 2.26 4.63 2.15 1791 1.05

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 91.55 1.46 -5.32 2.31 1943 0.63

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 7E27085 87.76 2.32 2.56 1.60 511 1.45

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 70.27 2.12 3.86 1.96 1817 1.07

Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 52.78 2.44 4.33 2.08 1816 1.17

Active Participle. in Service Org TE59K 1.15 0.46 3.37 1.81 1808 0.25

Job Security Very Important TE16C 78.24 :.C3 4.50 2.12 1771 0.98

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 79.25 1.94 4.17 2.04 1821 0.95

Marryiej the Right Person Very Impoilant 11683 86.45 165 4.27 2.07 1818 0.80

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 24.22 2.08 4.30 2.07 2816 1.01

Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 7.78 1.01 2.56 1.60 1818 0.'',3

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp 1568G 78.47 2.07 4.61 2.15 1816 0.96

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 14.14 1.78 4.75 2.18 1813 0.82

Having Children Very Important TEUY 49.09 2.36 4.04 2.01 1817 1.17

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 66.23 2.24 4.07 2.02 1820 1.11

Stan 4.06 2.00

Minimum 1.54 1.24

Mtxicum 5.75 2.40

Standard Deviation 0.93 0.25

Median 4.21 2.05

79

88



High School and Beyond Third Follow -Lip Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects. Using Third Follow-Up Weights

Senior Cohort - Black

Suruey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT H SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TE3A 74.10 1.25 2.21 1.49 2708 0.84

Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TE3C 10.06 0.91 2.f,0 1.58 2708 0.58
Looking For Work. Feb '86 TE3I 12.29 1.00 2.49' 1.58 2708 0.63
Currently Married, TE41 22-65 1.25 2.41 1.55 2699 0.81

Currently Oivc-ced TE41 1.95 0.57 4.63 2.15 2699 0.27

Lurrently Have One or More Children TE49 42.65 1.51 2.52 1.59 2687 0.95
Expect to Have Three or Mere Children TE48 29.i3 1.28 2.06 1.43 2633 0.84

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TE211-22I 0.95. 2..V7 3.62 1.90 491 1.35

In PSE a4 -86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 29.03 3.23 2.47 1.57 488 2.05

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree
.

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84

TE21H-22H

TE21C-22C

51.09

16.71

3.71

0.97

2.69

1.82

1.64

1.35

488

2663

2.26

0.72
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 TE21C -22c 13.02 0.93 2.c4 1.43 2663 0.65

In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat W/Career Coons TE28E 6.97 1.32 2.58 1.61 956 0.82
In PSE 84-84: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 51.53 2.29 2.00 1.42 955 1.62
Applied for Oral/Professional School 7E39 4.37 0.55 1.81 1.35 2548 0.40
If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TE8A 28.59 1.31 2.06 1.44 2454 0.91
Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 90.46 1.06 3.55 1.88 2718 n-56
Did Not Receive !Unemployment -'85 TE17085 87.55 1.76 2.58 1.61 905 1.10
Currently Registered to Vote TE56 77.79 1.21 2.23 1.49 2619 0.01
Have Voted Since 1994 TE57 62.47 1.38 2.12 1.45 2608 0.95
Active Participant in Service Org TE54K 2.19 0.34 1.36 1.17 2583 0.29
Job Security Very Important TE1bC 03.28 1.16 2.43 1.56 2542 0.74
Success in Job Very Important TE68A 81.97 Loe 2.08 1.44 2623 0.75
Marrying the Right Pervn Very Important TE69B 85.33 0.98 2.00 1.41 2618 0.69
Having Lots of Money Vev important TE68C 29.80 1.43 2.55 1.60 2622 0.89
Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 11.29 0.97 2.46 1.57 2619 0.62
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp 11680 87.80 0.94 2.15 1.47 2614 0.64
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 22.71 1.26 2.35 1.53 2613 0.82
Having Children Very It 'octant TE68K 37.74 1.35 2.04 1.43 2617 0.95
Having Leisure Time Very Important 1168L 65.93 1.39 2.24 1.50 2623 0.93

Haan 2.40 1.54
Minimum 1.36 1.17

Maximum 4.63 2.15

Standard Deviation 0.51 0.18
Median 2.30 1.52

8
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using third Follow-Up Oata

Senior Cohort - Whites and Others

MIENNEOMM..1..

Sur'ey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or 'art Time Job. Feb '86 1t3A 78.03 0.66 1.50 1.23 5943 0.54

Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TE3C 11.34 0.5:,. 1.61 1.27 5843 0.41

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TE3I 7.36 0.43 1.57 1.25 5843 0.34

Currently Married TE41 38.16 0.83 1.70 1.30 5840 0.64

Currently Divorced TE41 2.82 0.29 1.78 1.33 5840 0.22

Currently Have On(or More Children TE49 23.85 0.80 2.06 1.43 5826 0.56

Expect to Have Three or More. Children TE48, . 15.15 0.84 1.80 1.34 bb,.-. u.03

In PSE 84-64: Earned No Degree TE211-22I 7.28 0.90 1.81 1.34 1523 0.67

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 16.41 1.25 1.74" 1.32 1518 0.95

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 69.86 1.56 1.75 1.32 1518 1.18

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TE21C-22C 23.98 0.73 1.67 1.29 5791 0.56

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 tE21C-22C 17.59 0.67 1.77 1.33 5791 0.50

In PSE 84786: V. Dissat W/Coreer Coons TE28E 6.39 0.64 1.72 1.31 2502 0 49

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 51.26 1.25 1.55 1.25 2505 1.00

Applied for Grad/Professional School 1E39 6.67 0.45 1.86 1.36 5601 0.33

If Eme.oyed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TE8A 22.06 0.72 1.67 1.29 5550 0.56

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 95.59 0.3e 1.64 1.28 5848 0.27

Oid Not Receive Unemployment -'85 7E17085 81.39 1.32 1,66 1.29 1444 1.02

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 71.70 0.85 2.02 1.42 5674 0.60

Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 (.0.95 0.88 1.84 1.36 5674 ( 65

Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 2.06 0.23 1.51 1.23 5638 0.19

Job Security Very Important TE16C 71.02 0.81 1.76 1.33 5574 0.u,

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 74.64 0.68 1.38 1.17 5679 0.58

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE6813 87.35 0.57 1.65 1.29 8666 0.44

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 19.46 0.69 1.70 1.31 5673 0.53

Being a Community Lecder Very Important TE68F 4.33 0.34 1.55 1.25 5670 0.27

Providing Better Opp for Kids-Very Imp TE6114 61.63 0.81 1.56 1.25 5635 0.65

Correcting Social Inequalities Very imp TE68J 7.57 0.47 1-76 1.33 5663 0.35

Having Children Very Important TEO: 50.04 0.89 1.30 1.34 5667 0.66

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 69.46 0.76 1.53 1.25 568') 0.61

Mean 1.70 1.30

Minimum 1.38 1.17

Maximum 2.06 1.43

Standard Deviation 0.15 0.06

Median 1.70 1.31

INSIM==
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High SClool and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages,

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort Female

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE JEFF DEFT ft SE-SRS.aoJ....)....
Working at Full ot:Part Tine Job, Feb '86 TE3A 74.29 0.80 1.88 1.37 5677 0.58

Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TE3C 9.97 0.59 2.17 1.47 5677 0.40

Looking For Work. Feb '86 TE3I 7.96 0.52 2.01 1.44 5677 0.36

Currently Married TE41 42.42 1.02 2.42 1.55 5660 0.66

Currently Divorced TE41 2.97 0.35 2.45 1.56 5660 0.23

Currently Have One or More Children TE49 32.30 1.00 2.59 1.61 5650 0.62

Expect to Have Three or More Children 1E48 32.90 0.95 2.27 1.51 5521 ).63

In PSE d4-86: Earned Mo Degree - 7E211.221 6.58 1.02 2.20 1.48 1293 0.69

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H -22H 19.71 1.68 2.28 1.51 1284 1.11

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Devi( TE21H-22H 66.55 1.98 2.26 1.50 1284 1.32

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TE21C -22C 22.23 0.86 2.41 1.55 4618 0.55

Enrolled in PSE. Ott '83 TE21C-22C 16.04 0.76 2.40 1.55 5618 0.49

In PSE 84-86: V. Mutt W/Career Couns TE28E 6.08 0.76 2.28 1.51 2269 0.50

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE281 49.12 1.49 2.01 1.42 2273 1.05*

Applied for Grad/Profess:anal School TE39 6.63 0.52 2.38 1.54 5389 0.34

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TEBA 37.60 1.03 2.31 1.52 51.14 0.67

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 91.76 0.55 2.27 1.51 5586 0..7.6

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 1E17085 88.79 1.16 2.26 1.50 1690 0.77

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 72.87 0.96 2.56 1.6C 5500 0.60

Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 61.45 1.01 2.35 1.53 5492 0.66

Active Participant in Service Org TE59X 1.47 0.24 2.23 1.49 5465 0.16

Job Security Very Important TE16C 73.35 u.93 2.37 1.54 5367 0.60

Success in Job Vey Important,

mareying the RiqU Person Very Important

TEMA
TE688

71.08

87.63

0.89

0.65

2.11

2.14

1.45

1.46

5509

5505

0.61

0.44

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 15.91 0.76 2.36 1.54 5504 0.49

Being a Cemmunity Leauer Very Important TE68F 3.72 0.35 1.83 1.35 5500 0.26

Providing 'Getter Opp for Kids Very lap TE688 66.75 0.94 2.19 1.48 5489 0.64

Correcting Social inlqualities Very Imp TE68J 9.77 0.61 2.29 1.51 5489 0.40

Having Children Very Important TE68X 54.55 1.01 2.25 1.50* 5500 0.67

Having Leisure Tine Very Important TE68L. 68.44 0.94 2.27 1.51 5509 0.63

Mean 2.26 1.50

Minimum 1.83 1.35

Maximum 2.59 1.61

Standard °eviction 0.17 0.06
Median 2.27 1.51
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort - Male

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE OEFF DEFT N SE -SAS

A

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TF3A 80.87 0.83 2.16 1.4V 4915 0.57
rakliig Academic Courses, Feb '86 TE3C 12.74 0.68 2.01 1.42 4815 0.48
Looking For Work, Feb '86 TE3I 8.08 0.57 2.08 1.44 4915 0.39
Currently Married TE41 29.94 1.00 2.29 1.51 41113 0.66
Currently Oivorced TE41 2.58 0.33 2.12 1.46 4813 0.23
Currently Have One or More Children TE49 20.93 0.89 2.28 1.51 4795 0.59
Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 32.49 1.05 2.32 1.52 4629 0.69
In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TE211-22I 8.77 1.26 2.12 1.46 1067 0,87
In RSE 34-86: Received Votational Degree 1521H-22H 17.03 1.61 1.94 1.39 1063 1.15
in FSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 67.78 2.08 2.11 1.45 1063 1.43
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TE21C-22C 23.65 0.86 1.93 1.39 4752 0.62
Enrollel in PSE,"Oct '85 TE21C'2C 18.02 0.75 1.83 1.35 4752 0.56
In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns TI8E 7.06 0.82 1.97 1.40 1915 0.59
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum 7E281 53.59 1.67 2.13 1.46 1911 1.14
Applied for Grad/Professional School TE39 5.77 0.51 2.18 1.48 4528 0.35
If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TE8A 8.69 0.60 2.09 1.45 4641 0.41
Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 97.88 0.29 2.00 1.41 ;823 0.21
Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 7E17085 75.66 1.86 2.20 1.48 1170 1.25
Currently Registered to Vote TE56 71.79 1.08 2.E5 1.63 4610 0.66
Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 59.83 1.11 2.37 1.54 4606 0.72
Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 2.61 0.32 1.87 1.37 4564 0.24
Job Security Very Important TE16C 72.33 1.04 2.43 1.56 4520 0.67
Success in Jo' Very Important TE684 80.74 0.81 1.93 1.39 45.14 0.58
Ntrrying the Wight Person Very Important 7E688 86.45 0.75 2.21 1.49 4597 0.50
Having Lots of Money Very Important TES8C 26.31 0.96 2.21 1.49 4007 0.65
Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 6.99 0.50 1.76 1.33 4607 0.38
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE68G 64.56 1.05 2.20 1.48 4576 0.71
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 9.67 0.61 1.93 1.39 4600 0.44
Having Children Very Important TE68K 42.23 1.13 2.39 1.54 4601 0.73
Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 69.31 1.00 2.16 1.47 4514 0.68

mean 2.13 1.46
Nintaum 1.76 1.33
Naxtmum 2.65 1.63
Standard Deviation 0.20 0.07
Median 2.13 1.46
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages,

Standard Errors and Design Effects,.Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort - Lowest Quartile SES

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Timm Job. Feb '86 TE3A 74.01 1.09 2.25 1.50 3650 0.73

Taking Academic Courses, Fe0 46- Tt3C 7.52 0.63 2.06 1.44 3650 0.44

Looking For Work. Feb '86 MI 6.98 0.70 2.21 1.49 3550 0.47

Currently married TE41 43.87 1.33 2.63 1,J2 3644 0.82.

Currently Divorced TE41 3.31 0.50 2.86 1.69 3644 0.30

Currently Have One or More Children TE49 41.55 1.32 2.62 1.62 3636 0.82

Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 29.54 1.18 2.35 1.53 3533 0.77

In PSE 84-86:Earned No Degree TE211-22I 8.58 1.82 2.24 1.50 5S2 1.21

In PSE 84 -86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 27.97 2.86 2.13 1.46 526 1.96

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H -22H 49.76 3.21 2.17 1.47 526 2.18

Enrolled in Pit, Oct '84 TE21C-22C 13.47 0.82 2.07 1.44 3601 0.57

Enr011ed in PSE, Oct '85 TE21C-22C 11.26 0.80 2.28 1.51 3601 0.5A

'In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns YE28E 4.76 0.32 1.53 1.28 1093 0.64

In PSE 84-86; Some Sat With Curriculum TE281 55.29 2.25 2.23 1.49 1092 1.50

Applied for Grad/Professional School TE39 .P 2.78 0.39 1.96 1.40 3423 0.28

Employed 84-86, 1st Jab Clerical TE8A 26.39 1.20 2.46 1.57 3346 0.76

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 91.86 0.74 2.65 1.63 3655 0.45

Did Not Receive Unemployment-'85 TE17D85 79.96 1.88 2.38 1.54 1076 1.22

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 66.26 1.34 2.80 1.67 3513 0.80

Have Vote_ Since 1984 TE57 51.80 1.42 2.82 1.68 3508 0.84

Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 1.04 0.22 1.67 1.29 3483 0.17

Job Security Very Important TE16C 78.29 1.11 2.46 1.57 3407 0.71

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 73.50 1.14 2.34 1.53 3517 0.74

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE638 88.38 0.70 2.10 1.45 3511 0.54

Having Lcts of Money Very Important TE68C 20.47 1.04 2.33 1.52 3507 0.68

Being a Community Leader Very 'oportant TE68F 5.22 0.50 1.81 1.34 3515 0.38

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE680 75.92 1.26 3.04 1.74 3506 0.72

Correcting Social Inequalities Very lap TE68J 10.47 0.66 1.61 1.27 350? 0.52

H. ing Children Very Important TE68X 47.96 1.35 2,56 1.60 3511 0.84

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 65.23 1.30 2.62 1.62 3517 6.80

Mean 2.31 1.52

Minimum 1.61 1.27

Maxima 3.04 1.74

Standard Deviation 0.36 0.12

Median 2.31 1.52
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High School cnd Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages)

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort - Two Middle Quartiles SES

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT M SE -SRS

Working at Full or,Part Time Job, Feb '86 TE3A 78.13 0.82 1.93 1.39 4949 0.59

Taking AcadesitCoWrses, Feb '86 TE3C 10.57 0.62 2.01 1.42 4949 0.44

Looking For Work. Feb '86 TE3I 7.95 0.52 1.8f '1.36 4949 0.38'

Currently Married TE41 36.81 0.94 1.89 1.37 4936 0.69

Currently Divorced TE41 3.08 '0.35 2.35 1.53 4936 0.25

Currently Hav;. nne or More Children TE49 26.26 0.95 2.31 1.52 4925 0.63

Expect to Have lnree or More Children 7E48 32.61 0.97 2.07 1.44 4787 0.68

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TE211 -221 8.68 1.27 2.16 1.47 1072 0.86

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 22:38 1,84 2.09 1.44 1066 1.28

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 62.49 2.08 1.96 1.40 1066 1.48

'Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TE21C-22C 21.38 0.83 1.99 1.41 4894 0.59

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TE21C-22C 15.78 0.75 2.09 1.44 4894 0.52

In PS! 84-86: V. Dissat W/Career Couns TE28E 7.70 r,.S1 1.78 1.33 1935 0.61

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 49.61 1.69 2.22 1.49 1940 1.14

Applied for Grad/Professional School TE39 5.23 0.47 2.12 1.46 4686 0.33

If Employed 84-N, 1st Job Clerical TE8A 24.00 0.89 2.00 1.41 4638 0.63

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 94.99 0.44 2.00 1.41 4957 0.31

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 7E17085 80.54 1.61 2.13 1.46 1283 1.11

Currently Registered to Vote 1E56 71.23 1.00 2.32 1.52 4767 0.66

Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 58.78 1.03 2.07 1.44 4763 0.71

Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 2.44 0.30 1.84 1.36 4739 0.22

Job Security Very Important TE16C 74.39 0.94 2.15 1.47 4674 0.64

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 75.23 0.84 1.80 1.34 4782 0.62

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE688 85.86 0.67 1.87 1.37 4774 0.49

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 20.80 0.84 2.03 1.42 4783 0.59

Being a Communityeader Very Important TE68F 4.61 0.40 1.76 1.33 4773 0.30

7roviding Better Opp for %ids Very lap TE688 66.28 0.95 1.92 1.39 4756 0.69

Correcting Social inequalities Very Imp 1168J 8.90 0.59 2.07 1.44 4766 0.41

Having Children Very Important TE68K 47.47 1.03 2.02 1.42 4772 0.72

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 68.30 0.91 1.85 1.36 4783 0.67

Mean 2.02 1.42

Minimum 1.76 1.33

Maximum 2.35 1.53

Standard Deviation 0.16 0.06

Median 2.02 1.42
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Data

Senior Cohort - Highest Quartile SES

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) 'Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 A3A 79.15 1.26 1.82 1.35 1893 0.93

Taking Academies :,0 :as, Feb '86 TE3C 17.10 1.16 1.78 1.34 1893 0.87

Looking For Work. Feb '86 TE3I 7.27 0.75 1.57 1.25 1893 0:60

Currently Married TE41 27.65 1.35 1.71 1.31 1893 1,03

Curr.mtly Divorced 7.41 1.45 0.33 1.48 1.22 1893 Q.27

Currently Have One or More Children TE49 13.70 1.04 1.73 1.31 1884 0.79

Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 36.07 1.41 1.59 1.26 1830 1.12

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TE21I-221 5.86 1.10 1.66 1.29 756 0.85

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 10.38 1.46 1.73 1.32 755 1.11

In PSE 84-85: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 78.33 1.94 1.67 1.29 755 1.50

Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 1E21C -22t 36.41 1.48 1.76 1.33 1875 1.11

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TE21C -22C 25.99 1.40 1.90 1.38 1875 1.01

In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat W/Csrter Couns TE28E 5.36 0.93 1.95 1.40 1155 0.66

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 52.43 1.78 1.46 1.21 1152 1.47

Applied for Grad/Professional School TE39 12.30 1.03 1.77 1.: 4108 0.77

If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical TEBA 17.44 1.11 1.55 1.24 1811 0.89

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 96.90 0.49 1.50 1.23 1897 0.40

Did Not Receive Unemployment-'85 TE17085 91.44 1.68 1.80 1.34 501 1.25

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 81.46 1.21 1.77 1.33 1830 0.91

Have Voted Since 1984 Try" 74.68 1.41 1,92 1.39 1827 1.02

Active Participant in Service Org .59K 1.81 0.39 1.52 1.23 1807 0.31

Job Security Very Important TE16C 63.43 1.55 1.87 1.37 1806 1.13

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 79.49 1.23 1.68 1.30 1824 0.95

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE68B 86.32 1.09 1.84 1.35 1817 0.81

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 21.83 1.29 1.76 1.33 1821 0.97

Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 7.53 0.82 1.74 1.32 1819 0.62

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE688 53.84 1.52 1.68 1.30 1803 1.17

Correcting Social Inequalities Very lap TE68J 11.31 0.94 1.60 1.26 1821 0.74

Having Children Very Important 11687. 52.31 1.64 1.97 1.40 1818 1.17

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 74.04 1.31 1.64 1.28 1823 2.03

Mean 1.71 1.31

Minimum 1.46 1.21

Maximum 1.97 1.40

Standard Deviation 0.14 0.05

Median 1.73 1.32
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High School and Beyond Third Follow -Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Weights

Senior :abort - Received Mc Post-Secondary Education

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT N SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, F2o '86 TE3A 75.29 1.02 1.97 1.40 3515 0.73

Taking Acedlk:;1 Courses, Feb '86 TE3C 0.32 0.13 1.96 1.40 3515 0.09

Looking For wrk, Feb 'bS TE3I 1.25 0.63 1.85 1.30 3515 0.46

Currently Married TE41 46.45 1.22 2.09' 1.45 3523 0.84

Cur-eft:It Divorced TE41 4.13 0.51 2.34 1.53 3523 0.34

Currently Have One or More Children 1149 41.13 1.24 2.22 1.49 3520 0.83

Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 30.50 3.14 2.10 1.45 3415 0.79

In PSE 84-86: Earned No Degree TE211-221 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational. Degree TE21H-22H n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H nja n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Enrolled it PSE, Oct '84 TE21C-22C n/a n/a r/a n/a n/a n/a

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TE21f 22C n/a n/a n/a a/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: V. OAS& W/Career Couns TT . n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum Tt28I n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Applied for Grad/Professional School T139 0.78 0.19 1.59 1.26 3291 0.15

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TE8A 1.08 2.12 1.45 3202 0.74

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 91.93 0.63 1.87 1.37 3526 0.46

Did Not Receive Unemplooent-'85 TE17085 73.71 2.19 2.28 1.51 924 1.45

currently Rzgistered to Vote TE56 61.26 1.28 2.00 1.41 3387 0.84

Have Voted Since 1984 1157 47.17 1.24 2.09 1.45 3388 0.86

Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 1.35 0.27 1.88 1.37 3359 0.20

Job Security Very Important TE16C 78.23 1.02 2.00 1.42 3254 0.72

Success in Job Very Important TE68A 72.19 1.03 1.80 1.34 3391 0.77

Marrying the Right.Person Very Important TE688 88.62 0.77 1.98 1.41 3381 0.55

Having Lots of Money Very Important TE68C 21.45 1.00 2.01 1.42 3385 0.71

Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 3.48 0.41 1.73 1.31 3384 0.31

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE68G 73.62 1.06 1.94 1.39 3381 0.76

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp 1168J 7.03 0.60 1.85 1.36 3373 0.44

Having Children Very Important TE68K 48.97 1.19 1.93 :.11 3382 0.06

Having Leisure Time Very Important TE6SL 65.24 1.17 2.06 1.43 3391 0:82

Mean 1.99 11

Minimum 1.59 1.:5

Maximum 2.34 1.53

Standard Deviation 0.17 0.06

Median 1.98 1.41
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High School and Beyond Third Follow-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow -Up Weights

Senior Cohort - Received Some Post-Secondary Education

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT SE-SRS

Working.at Full or Part time Job, Feb '86 TE3A 77.87 0.86 2.18 1.48 0124 0.58

Taking Academic Courses. Feb '86 TE3C 21.18 0.92 2.59 1.61 5124 0.57

Looking For Work, Feb '86 TE3I 7.68 0.54 2.08 1.44 5124 0.37

Currently Married TE4I 33.27 1.01 2.32 1.52 5098 0.66

Currently Divorced TE41 2.59 0.37 2.72 1.65 5098 0.22

aiii>atitly Have Ont or More Children TE49 23.92 0.94 2.47 1.57 5074 0.60

Expect to Have Three or More Children TE48 32.35 1.02 2.34 1.53 4927 0.67

'In PSE 8.!-86: Earned No Degree TE211.221 24.00 -2.37 2.43 1.56 790 1.52

In PSE 84-36:Received :::4I.nal Degree Vc2In -22H 54.97 2.63 2.17 1.47 777 1.78

In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H n/a n/a n/a re /a n/a n/a

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '84 TE21C-22C 28.53 0.93 2.13 1.46 4989 0.64

Enrolled in PSE. Oct '85 TE21C-22C 26.81 0.96 2.32 1.52 4989 0.63

In PSE 84-86: V. Oissat N/Career Couns TE26E 6.03 0.69 2.15 1.47 2561 0.47

In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum TE28I 52.76 1.43 2.11 1.45 2560 0.99

Applied for Grad/Professional School TE.59 3.71 0.40 2.11 1.45 4811 0.27

If Employed 84-86, 1st Job Clerical TEBA 26.33 0.90 1.99 1.41 4806 0.64

Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 95.97 0.39 2.01 1.42 5128 0.27

Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 TEI7085 83.83 1.58 2.50 1.58 1354 1.00

Currently Registered to Vote TE56 75.44 1.01 2.71 1.65 4901 0.61

Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 63.68 1.03 2.22 1.49 4888 0.69

Active Participant in Service erg TE59K 1.82 0.27 2.04 1.43 4863 0.19

Job Security Very Important TE16C 72.63 0.99 2.37 1.54 4829 0.64

Success in Job Very Important 7168A 75.99 0.'.: 2.07 1.44 4913 0.61

Marrying the Right Person Very Important TE68B 86.09 0.76 2.34 1.53 4910 0.49

Havifig Lots cf Money Very Important' TE68C 20.71 0.83 2.04 1.43 4907 0.58

Being a Community Leader Very Important TE68F 5.35 0.42 1.73 1.32 4906 0.32

Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE68G 64.91 1.08 2.49 1.58 4881 0.68

Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 10.31 0.63 2.10 1.45 4898 0.43

Having Children Very Important TE68K 47.92 1.08 2.30 1.52 4903 0.71

having Leisure Time Very Important TESSL 70.08 0.99 2.29 1.51 4913 0.65

Mean 2.25 1.50

Minimum 1.73 1.32

Maximum 2.72 1.65

Standard Deviation 0.23 0.07

Median 2.22 1.49
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High School and Beyond Third Follov-Up Estimated Percentages.

Standard Errors and Design Effects, Using Third Follow-Up Weights

Senior Cohort - Received a Four-Year Degree

Survey Item (or Composite Variable) Estimate SE DEFF DEFT M SE-SRS

Working at Full or Part Time Job, Feb '86 TE3A 80.89 1.26 1.91 1:38 1853 0.91
Taking Academic Courses, Feb '86 TE3C 8.79 0.91 1.89 1.38 1853 0.66
Looking For Work, Feb '26 TE3I 8.38 0.89 1.93 1.39 1853 0.64
Currently Married TE41 23.98 1.41 2.01 1.12 1852 0.99
Currently Divorced TE41 0.62 0.29 2.47 1.57 1852 0.18
Currently Have One or More Children TE49 5.54 0.78 2.15 1.46 1851 0.53
Expect to Have Three or More Children 7E48 37.79 1.64 2.06 1.43 1808 1.14
In PSE 84-86: Ear.-Id !,e Degree V.2117221 0.62 '0.31 2.37 1.54 1570 0.20
In PSE 84-86: Received Vocational Degree TE21H-22H 3.13 0.68 2.37 1.54 1570 0.44
In PSE 84-86: Received 4 Year Degree TE21H-22H 95.29 0.79 2.15 1.47 1570 0.53
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '84 TE21C-22C 54.53 1.63 1.98 1.41 1847 1.16
Enrolled in PSE, Oct '85 TE21C -22C 27.07 1.54 2.23 1.49 1847 1.03
In PSE 84-86: V. Dissat 2/Career Couns TE28E 7.26 0.93 2.10 1.45 1623 0.64
In PSE 84-86: Some Sat With Curriculum 7E281 49.25 1.70 1.88 1.37 1624 1.24
Applied for Grad/Professional School 7E39' 22.14 1.44 2.20 1.48 1815 0.97
If Employed 84-86. 1st Job Clerical 'MBA 15.61 1.25 2.13 1.46 1787 0.86
Had Any Job Between 84-86 TE7 97.27 0.51 1.82 1.35 1855 0.38
Did Not Receive Unemployment -'85 7E17085 94.99 1.29 2.03 1.42 582 0.90
Currently Registered to Vote 1E56 86.32 1.13 1.06 1.40 1822 0.81
Have Voted Since 1984 TE57 79.47 1.35 2.02 1.42 1822 0.95
Active Participant in Service Org TE59K 3.77 0.65 2.10 1.45 1807 0.45
Job Security Very Important TEI6C 63.46 1.69 2.21 1.49 1804 1.13
Success in Job Very Important TE68A 82.11 1.25 1.95 1.40 1819 0.90
Marrying the Right Person Very Important 7E688 86.37 1.12 1.94 1.39 1811 0.81
Having Lots of Money Very Important' TE68C 20.55 1.43 2.28 1.91 1819 0.95
Being s Co unity Leader Very Important TE68F 8.92 0.92 1.89 1.37 1817 0.67
Providing Better Opp for Kids Very Imp TE688 52.13 1.57 1.79 1.34 1803 1.18
Correcting Social Inequalities Very Imp TE68J 13.52 1.16 2.08 1.44 1818 0.80
Having Children Very Important TE68K 49.39 1.73 2.16 1.47 1816 1.17
Having Leisure Time Very Important TE68L 72.93 1.51 2.09 1.45 1819 1.04

Mean
2.07 1.44

Minimum
1.79 1.34

Maximum
2.4. 1.57

Standard Deviation
0.17 0.06

Median
2.07 1.44
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